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AW REVERSIONARY INTEREST 
SOCIETY, LIMITED 


24, LINCOLN’S INN FIELDS, W.C. 
EstTaDisnep 1853. 
Capital ... ioe ae. . £400,000 


Debentures ed ie: me ide ... £180,000 
REVERSIONS BOUGHT. LOANS MADE THEREON. 
Proposal Forms and fvil information may be had at the "s O, » 

W. OSCAR NASH, F.LA., Actuary. 


PARTRIDGE & COOPER, 








LAW and PARLIAMENTARY 
PRINTERS and STATIONERS. 





AW WRITING ON THE PREMISES BY PERMANENT STAFF 
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191 & 192, FLEET-STREET, and 1 & 2, CHANCERY-LANE, E.C. 


HOTELS. 
MIDLAND GRAND - St. Pancras Station, N.W. 
( Within Shilang cab fare of Gray’ s~inn, Inns of Court, Temple Bar, and 
Law Courts, @c. ’Buses to ali parts every minute, Close to King's 
Cross Metropolitan Railway Station. The Venetian Rooms are avail- 
able for Public and Private Dinners, Arbitration Meetings, dc. New 
Parisian Restaurant jor French Cooking and fine io 
ADELPHI - Close to Central ( ) Station. 
MIDLAND - 
QUEEN’S - 
MIDLAND - 
MIDLAND 





MIDLAND RAILWAY 


ERPOOL 
DFORD t ° 
For Peak of Derbyshire. 
- Tennis Lawn to Seashore. Golf. 
dential Hotel—HEYSHAM TOWER, nr MORECAMBE. Lovely Country. Golf. 
Tariffs on Application. tT Address ** Midotel.”” 
WILLIAM TOWLE, Manager Midland Railway Hotels. 
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| Buitable clauses, settled by Counsel, can be obtained on a 





IMPORTANT TO SOLICITORS 
In Drawing LEASES or MORTGAGES of xX 
LICENSED PROPERTY 
To see that the Insurance Covenants include a policy covering the risk of 
1088 OR FORFEITURE OF THE LICENSB. 
lication to 
LICENSES INSURANCE CORPORATION AND 


GUARANTEE FUND, LIMITED, 
MOORGATE STREET, LONDON, E.C. 
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24, 


f lorigages Guaranteed on Licensed Properties promptly, without 
; special valuation and at low rates. 
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GAL AND GENERAL LIFE ASSURANCE 
SOCIETY. 


ESTABLISHED OVER HALF A CENTURY. 
10, FLEET STREET, LONDON. 


FREE, 
SIMPLE, 


The Yearly New Business exceeds ONE MILLION. 
Assurances in force, TEN MILLIONS. 
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CURRENT TOPICS, 


His Honour Judge Bristow having resigned the office of 
county court judge of Southwark, &c., His Honour Judge 
Appison has been appointed to succeed him, and Mr. Wir114m 
Wits, Q.0., will appointed to the County Court of 


Norfolk. 


Tux Lanp Transfer Bili is being on vigoro 
second reading in the House of being fixed for Thursday 
last. Hence, before the Land Transfer Oommittee of the 
Incorporated Law Society have arrived at any decision as to 
the measure, its principle will, doubtless, be sanctioned by the 
House of Lords without opposition. 
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Tue cuAnce in the title of the officers in the Chancery Divi- 
sion who have hitherto been styled Chief Clerks, and are now 
styled Masters of the Supreme Court, raises two questions of 
considerable importance, The first question is this: Is it, or is 
it not, intended that the change in title shall be followed by any, 
and, if so, by what change in jurisdiction? On this point we 
do not propose to say more than that it is greatly to be hoped 
that the new Rules of the Supreme Court, which have so 
been promised, will do nothing to interfere with the jurisdiction 
which has hitherto been exercised by the chief clerks in the 


attempt i practice i 
the chambers of the Queen’s Bench Division would, we are 
satisfied, be most unpopular, and we sincerely trust that the 
Rule Committee will not be tempted to propound any such 
scheme. There is another point, however, raised by the change 
of title which deserves, and will no doubt receive, the very 
serious consideration of the Council of the Incorporated Law 
Society. We refer to the question of the qualification for 
office. We print in parallel columns the statu isi 
to the qualifloatio ions of a Chief Olerk, and of 
Supreme Court respectively. 
‘No person shall be ted a 
Chief Clerk unless he ve been 
admitted on the roll of solicitors, 
and practised as such solicitor for 
the period of ten years at least 


immediately preceding his appoiut- 
ment ’’ (15 6 Vict. c. 80, s. 17, as 
altered by Statute 

Act, 1892). 


‘* A person shall not be qualified 
be ted a Master 


Law Revision 
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Now, we do not for one moment suppose that it was intended 
that the alteration in title should interfere with the qualifica- 
tion. Doubtless, were a vacancy now to occur amongst the 
Masters attached to the Chancery Division, the Lord Chancellor 
would appoint a solicitor of ten years’ standing. We cannot 
say, however, that there is any real security for the future. 
The title of chief clerk is gone, and ere many years have 
> will be as completely forgotten as that of the Masters in 

cery under the old régime. Probably the very section of 
the Masters in Chancery Abolition Act, which created the office, 
will before long find its way into that receptable for worn out and 
useless rubbish, the schedule to some Statute Law Revision Act of 
the future. What is there to insure that, on the happening of a 
vacancy, say fifteen or twenty-five years hence, the qualification 
for the office of master prescribed by the Judicature Act shall 
not be treated as applicable to the masters of both divisions of 
the High Court alike ? It behoves solicitors to see that their 
privileges in this respect are not invaded. And, on the higher 
ground of the public interest, we are clear that the particular 
work which has to be transacted in the Chancery Chambers 
requires the practical experience of a competent solicitor, and 
that neither a barrister of any standing, nor a solicitor of so 
short a standing as five years, ought to be eligible for the office. 
For ourselves, we should like to see some distinctive addition to 
the title of the Masters in the Chancery Division. The odium 
which formerly attached to the title of ‘‘ Master in Chancery” 
has long since had been forgotten, and we see no objection to 
reviving the designation. Failing that, ‘Master in Equity” 
would be a satisfactory title. 


Ir 18, perhaps, too much to look for any general statement of 
principle in a judgment dealing with section 3 of the Judicial 
Trustees Act, 1896 (59 & 60 Vict. c. 35), and Byrnz, J., did 
not te anything of the kind in Barker v. Jvimey, which 
seems to have been the first case decided on the section. 
Shortly put, the section provides that, if it appears to the 
court that a trustee is liable for any breach of trust, but that he 
has acted honestly and reasonably, and ought fairly to be ex- 
cused for the breach of trust, and for omitting to obtain the 
directions of the court, then the court may relieve him from 
liability. Clearly this leaves very much to the discretion of the 
court, and, as Mr. Justice Byrne observed, each case must 
depend on its own circumstances. It is a sine gud non, however, 
upon the words of the section, that a trustee who seeks relief 
under it should be prepared with evidence that he acted reason- 
ably. ‘I think the section,” said Byrnz, J., ‘‘is meant to be 
acted upon freely and fairly in the exercise of judicial discre- 
tion, but I think that the court ought to be satisfied, before 
exercising the very large powers conferred upon it, by sufficient 
evidence that the trustee acted reasonably.” In Barker v. Ivimey 
asum of £900 had been invested by trustees upon undivided 
shares in china clay works in Cornwall, the property being un- 
suitable as a security for trust money, and the value also being 
inadequate. No valuation was obtained prior to the mortgage. 
One of the trustees, Turner, who has since died, assented to the 
investment on the recommendation of his co-trustee, Ivimey, a 
sclicitor, who was himself interested in the mortgaged property. 
So far as appeared upon the evidence, Turner simply followed 
Ivimzy’s directions, and made no inquiry as to the nature and 
value of the property upon which the money waslent. Turner’s 
personal representatives asked for relief under the section re- 
ferred to above. It would clearly, however, have been difficult 
to hold that the case was one for the intervention of the court. 
It is well settled that a trustee does not escape liability by 
leaving the conduct of affairs to the acting trustee, and the 
section could hardly have been intended to annul this rule. 
Byrneg, J., held, accordingly, that the claim to relief was not 
well founded. In other words, a trustee does not act reason- 
ably within the meaning of the section if he relies entirely on 
nes —— and omits to exercise any independent judgment 
0 own. 





Tue Covrr of Appeal have affirmed the order of VavcHan 
Wiuuiams, J., for the winding-up of Tuomas Epwarp Bauns- 
zap & Sons (LuuTep), and the additional materials before the 


court made the case clearer than when the order was originally 
made. None of the ordinary grounds for winding-up applying, 
it was necessary to have recourse to the “‘just and equitable ” 


disappeared. The litigation in which it was involved last year 
with Joun Briysmzap & Sons shewed that the £76,000 for 
which the promoters of the company proposed to sell to it the 
business of T. E. Brrvsmzap & Sons cally included the chance 
of gaining advantage by the similarity of name, but this chance 
was destroyed by the injunction which Joun Brinsmzap & Sons 
obtained. Still the shareholders might waive the fraud and 
carry on such business as was possible, and, upon the evidence 
before him, Vavcuan Wri1ms, J., considered that this course 
was desired by a substantial number of them. Hence, though 
the chance of following the £35,000 which had been paid over 
to the promoters as part of the purchase money induced him to 
decide for winding-up, he did this with hesitation. In the Court 
of Appeal, however, it has been made evident that the share- 
holders’ meeting, which was pueeeeee to have waived the fraud, 
had not had the facts properly laid before it, and, moreover, the 
business, from the time of the granting of the injunction to the 
winding-up order, had been carried on at a loss. These cir- 
cumstances removed the grounds of Mr. Justice VavcHay 
Wits’ hesitation, and made the case a clear one for 
winding-up. Practically the business for which the public had 
been asked to pay £76,000 was non-existent, and the object of 
the company had failed as much as in the gold-mine case, 
where the mine which the company was formed to work could 
not be acquired (Haven Gold Mining Co., 20 Oh. D. 151); while, 
in addition, there are the facilities which it is to be hoped the 
winding-up will afford for tracking the purchase money into 
the pockets of the promoters. 





THERE 18 no doubt as to the intrinsic reasonableness of the law 
with respect to the liability of innkeepers laid down by the 
Court of Appeal in affirming the judgment of the Divisional 


at inns to which they come in the course of their journeying, 
but no custom of the realm ever contemplated that a man sho 
have the right of planting himself for any period he likes in the 
inn of his choice—that he should acquire, in fact, a freehold in 
it, subject only to the payment of his reckoning. The Court of 
Appeal have maintained that the common law liability of an 
innkeeper towards his guests applies to them only in the 
character of travellers. To decide when a man ceases to be & 
traveller may upon occasion give rise to difficulty ; but it seems 
to be purely a question of fact, and in the present case the 
plaintiff had the fact against her. She had stayed in the Hotel 
Métropole at Brighton nine months, and when the manager 
wanted her to leave, she declared her intention of staying till 
the hotel was burned down. Travellers do not usually pause 
for such contingencies to occur before resuming their route, and 
Miss Lamonp, on her own shewing, had ceased to be a traveller. 
Hence she had ceased also to have the of.a traveller, and 
the manager had lawfully terminated her stay at the hotel. 
Equally, it seems, had he ceased to have a lien on her goods, 
supporing this to have been material. The right of lien is 
against the goods of the guest as traveller, and corresponds with 
the liability to take him in as a traveller. Thus the question of 
traveller or no traveller, now that it has once been started, may 
introduce some interesting complications in the law of innkeepers. 
Not the least important outcome of the case is the suggestion of 
the Master of the Rolls that the large hotels of modern times may 
escape the common-law liability altogether on the ground that 
they do not profess to take in travellers. If this is so, they are 
placed on the footing of boarding houses, and the relations of 
the proprietor and the visitor are regulated by the contract 
between them. 





of some hardship upon a very narrow technical 
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clause, and the specific allegations were that the company was | 
fraudulently formed, and that the substratum of its business had / 


Court in Lamond y. Richard. The custom of England has been” 
relied on for securing to travellers the right of being entertained ~ 


Tue casz of Blumberg v. Life Interests, §c., Secui ities Corpora 
tion (45 W. R. 246) seems to have been decided in circumstances | 
ground. The 


plaintiffs, three brothers, were the owners of reversionaty 3 
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interests expectant on the death of their mother, and they had 
mortgaged them to the defendants under a deed dated the 10th 
of July, 1896, which gave the defendants a power of sale 


exercisable immediately upon default. 


payment, and on the 12th of October the mo 
wees notice that the securities would be sold on the 5th of 

ovember unless the money was paid in the meantime. 
morning of that day the plaintiffs’ solicitor tendered in cash at 
the office of the mortgagees’ solicitor the amount of the paaee, 
a 


Default was made in 
gave the 


On the 


interest, and costs, but he was not prepared to pay in 


further sum which was demanded for expenses of sale. 


He 


/ presumption. 


offered to get cash, but the mortgagees’ solicitor’s clerk expressed 
his readiness to take a cheque, providing the payment was not 
made under protest. he plaintiffs’ solititor tendered the cheque 
and cash, however, under protest, and the tender was refused. 
Subsequently on the same day the mortgagees sold the securities, 
and the plaintiffs claimed an injunction to restrain the sale from 
being carried out. This was refused by Kexewicn, J., and, 
however unfortunate the result, it is difficult to say that he was 
wrong. It is now clear that a tender can be well made under 
oc (Greenwood vy. Sutcliffe, 40 W.R. 214; 1892, 1 Ch. 1), 

ut it must be made in cash unless the mortgagee waives this 
requirement and is content to take a cheque. But when the 
tender is made to an agent for the mortgagee, he has, under 
ordinary circumstances, authority only to accept payment in 
cash, and he is not in a position to accede to a tender by cheque. 
Although, therefore, in substance a good tender had been made, 
the cheque for the additional item of the costs of sale had the 
effect of invalidating the whole, and of depriving the plaintifis 
of the chance of redeeming their property. 





SoME TIME ago Kexewicn, J., considered, in Sadler v. Worley 
(42 W. R. 476; 1894, 2 Ch. 170), the right of a debenture- 
holder, whose debenture gives him merely a charge on the pro- 
perty comprised in it, to enforce his security by foreclosure. In 
ordinary cuses of charge on property created by deed or other 
instrument inter vivos, the ri osure exists, though not 
where the charge is created by will (Ze Owen, 38 Soxicrrors’ 
JouRNAL, 617), but in carrying the right into effect it differs 
from foreclosure by a legal mortgagee. Where there is a legal 
mortgagee the property is already vested in the mortgagee, 
and the foreclosure order has to do no more than clear off the 
mortgagor’s equity of redemption. But where there is only a 
charge, the order must provide for the conveyance of the legal 
estate to the owner of the chargé. In the case of a single 
incumbrancer there is no difficulty about this, and in Sadler v. 
Worley, where all the debentures were in the hands of one holder, 
| Kexewicn, J-; treated it as an ordinary charge on roperty, and 
made a foreclosiire-order in the debenturé-holder’s favour. 
| Other considerations arise, however, Where the debenturés are in 
the hands of several persons, all of whom do not join in the 
foreclosure action, and this cage has occurred also before 
Kexewion, J., in Re Continental Oxygen Co, (Limited) (ante, p. 
296). The foreclosure of a legal mortgage cannot prejudice 
any mortgagee ; and, as the learned judge pointed out, there is 
in principle no reason why one mortgagee should not obtain 
foreclosure in the absence of another. The equity of redemp- 
tion is cleared off, leaving the mortgagees with the same estate 
as before. But when an order foreclosing a charge provides 
for conveyance to the incumbrancers, this is a matter which 
alters their position, and which may carry with it legal liabili- 
ties which some of the incumbrancers do not care to assume. In 
their absence, therefore, or against their will it cannot be 
ordered, and since the foreclosure cannot be worked out the 
order cannot be made at all. The reasoning applies to the case of 
debentures constituting a charge on property which are held by 
several persons, and hence foreclosure cannot be obtained unless 
all the holders are parties and consent. 





Ir 1s onz of the oldest principles of the criminal law that a 
woman who commits a crime in the presence of her husband is 
presumed to have acted under his coercion, and if indicted she 
is entitled to acquittal unless the prosecution can rebut this 


nized exceptions to the rule, All the great writers agree that 

the rule does not extend to treason or murder, but d this 

there is no certainty. Hatz excepts manslaughter; Hawkins 

excepts robbery ; but Sir J. Srernen, in Reg. v. Dykes (15 Cox 

CO. C. 771), refused to follow this opinion. Other writers. again, ' 
except mala in se; but this is clearly too wide, for the rule 
extends to burglary, which certainly must be considered in this 
class of offences. In fact the authorities on this subject are all 
text-book writers, and there seems to be no binding decision as 
to whet crimes are, and what are not, within the umption. 
In Reg. v. Brown, heard last week by the Judicial Committee 
of the Privy Council on appeal from a New Zealand court, the 
question was raised in the case of a man and his wife who were 
concerned together in unlawfull ing the miscarriage of 
another woman. The jury found that the woman acted under 
the control of her husband, but there was no evidence that he 
used any threats to her, or any sort of compulsion other than 
his marital control. 
upheld, first by the Court of A of New Zealand, and now 

by the Judicial Committee. @ judges of the latter court 
have, however, not yet given reasons for their judgment. 
Section 21 of the Criminal Code Act of New Zealand provides 
that all rules and a of common law which render any 
circumstances a justification or excuse for any act shall remain 
in force, except in so far as they are altered by the Act. 
Section 24 allows compulsion by threats of immediate death or 
of grievous bodily harm to be an excuse for any crime except 
treason, murder, attempt to murder, piracy, assisting in rape, 
forcible abduction, robbery, grievous bodily harm, and arson. 
It may be that the reasons of the Judicial Committee will turn 
out to be founded entirely on the construction of these sections 
of the Code; but it is to be hoped that we may at last have 
some authoritative a of the common law. Anyhow 
it seems desirable that the present uncertainty should be ended. 





A rew months ago the case of Fricker v. Van Grutten (40 
Sorscrrors’ Journat, p. 701) called attention to the danger 
which a solicitor runs who joins the name of a plaintiff without 
first obtaining his consent. In equity under the old procedure 
@ person in whose name a bill had been filed without authority 
was liable to the defendant for costs, though with a right to 
recover them from the solicitor; but at common law a plaintiff 
in such a position could have the action dismissed without costs, 
dnd since the Judicature Acts this ted as the rule 
in all courts (Wewbiggin-by-the-Sea Gas Co. v. Armstrong, 28 W. 
R-317; 13 Oh. D. 310). Inasmuch, however, as the defendant 
clearly must have a remedy for the expense to which he has 
been put, he obtains an order for payment of his costs against 
the solicitor. The result is that the solicitor who has moved 
without authori 6 to e costs to Which his alleged 
client-has been-put,and also the costs of the ~ In 

vicker v. Van Grutten it was the plaiitift-whe-wase applying to 
have the costs thrown on the solicitor, and the order included 
both his own costs and those of the defendant. In the recent 
case of Geiliger v. Gibbs (ante, p. 248), where the same question 
arose, the person improperly joined as co-plaintiff had already 
been struck out, and the defendant subsequently made a — 
application that the costs occasioned by the joining of the co- 

aintiff should be paid by the solicitors. Since this was a 
Fiability to which they had exposed themselves, it seems to be 
immaterial whether it was enforced in. gs at the 
instance of the plaintiff or defendant, and Kexzwin, J., 
accordingly, held that an order for payment of the defendant’s 
costs might be properly made on his own application. 









An AppLicaTion was made to the Divisional Court (Cavz and 
Wuts, JJ.) last week to fix a day for the hearing of a writ of 
error. Their lordships having arranged to hear the case on 
day convenient to the Attorney-General, a question 
whether it was possible for the court to hear 
absence of the plaintiff in error, and if not, 
would make for his attendance, it being stated 
was at the present time undergoing sentence in 





There have, however, always been some recog- 


The practice formerly was, not onl: 


< 








She was convicted, and the conviction was | 
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present, but that he must personally sign the writ of error. By 
the Crown Office Rules of 1886 that has been modified, at any 
rate so far as the personal signing of the writ was concerned, 
as the plaintiff in error is now permitted to sign by his solicitor. 
The court decided that the plaintiff in error need not attend. 
The object of the Legislature in directing that he should be 
present was that the sentence, if affirmed, should be forthwith 
carried into effect. As, however, the plaintiff in error was 
already in custody, that object was secured, and nothing would 
be gained by the court directing a writ of habeas corpus to issue 
for his attendance when the writ was argued. 


COMPULSORY REGISTRATION. 


Furruer consideration of the Land Transfer Bill does not tend 
to modify the opinion we expressed last week, that the compul- 
— clause is practically identical with the clause in previous 
Bills to which such strong objection has been taken, and that it 
is by far the most important clause in the Bill. Notwithstand- 
ing the form in which it is drafted, there can be no doubt that 
it places the whole country practically under the control of the 
Lord Chancellor and the officials of the Land Registry Office, 
and when once the Bill is passed there is, as our correspondent 
“‘ Vigilans” pointed out last week, no security that registra- 
tion will not be forthwith made universal. Of course the pro- 
posal is that registration shall only be compulsory in counties or 
parts of counties to be specified by Order in Council, and that 
county councils and other public bodies shall have the chance of 
renames 5: Se sore proposed orders. Apparently Lord Hats- 
Bury thinks that this latter provision, which is new, will lessen 
the distrust which the clause arouses, but we have no hesitation 
in saying that not the slightest importance is to be attached to 
it. Wedo not at all prejudice the case against registration 
when we say that there is no county council which could be got 
to consider the matter, much less to go so far as to petition 
against a draft Order in Council. The difficulty which has been 

ienced in getting the Legislature to appreciate the practical 
objections to registration is a sufficient indication of what would 
happen with the county councils. They would decline to take 
up a subject so full of technical detail, and the fact that Parlia- 
ment had authorized the making of the Urder in Council would 
be accepted as sufficient ground for acquiescence. And it is not 
easy to say who are the other public bodies who could be looked 
to to stay the advance of the Registry Office. The law societies 
would doubtless petition, but with what result we leave our 
readers to judge. 

Apart from this futile arrangement for petitioning, there is, 
as we have already said, nothing to prevent the whole country 
being forthwith brought within the operation of the compulsory 
clause. Any number of Orders in Council might be simulta- 
neously issued. Asa matter of decency, it might be expedient 
to leave certain districts unaffected, and also to allow some sort 
of interval between the orders; but when once the power to 
make orders had been brought into existence, the Land Registry 
Office would take care that it should be effectually exercised. 
That this represents the theoretical result of the clause there 
can be no doubt. If the Lord Chancellor does not contemplate 
any such result in practice, he has an easy way of obviating 
the objection, without in any way prejudicing the fulfilment of 
his real intentions. Let him abandon the suspicious machinery 
of Orders in Council and specify in the Bill the district to which 
the of compulsory registration is to be experimentally 
applied. Assuming that his desire is to obtain for registration 
of title a fair trial, it is obvious that the course suggested would 
be amply sufficient, and it should satisfy everyone who is 
anxious simply to secure for the country the best system of con- 
veyancing. 

We noticed last week the alterations which have been intro- 
duced into the Bill with a view of meeting some of the objec- 
tions to the working of the Land Transfer Act, 1875, which were 
emphasized in the course of the enquiry before the House of 
Commons committee of 1895. Some of these, such as the pro- 
vision for the production of the land certificate upon all dealings 
with the land, and the permission of a detailed description of 


the land, are undoubtedly valuable; and so, wherever compul- 





sion is not put into operation, is the provision that land may be 
removed from the register. But there is no provision requiring 
the intervention of a solicitor, and the proposed advisory board 
for the making of rules is likely to be as delusive as the oppor- 
tunity for petitioning against draft Orders in Council. The 
intervention of a solicitor as a responsible officer of the court is 
one of the points upon which Mr. Laxe rightly insisted as 
essential in his letter to the Zimes last December. Such inter- 
vention would be the proper way of establishing the identity 
with the registered owner of any person proposing to deal with 
land, and, as Mr. Laxe pointed out, would prevent personation 
and bea great safeguard against irregularity. The advisory 


board is an improvement upon the existing system, 
since it substitutes for the registrar alone a board 
made up of the registrar, a judge of the Chan- 


cery Division, and three persons to be chosen respec- 
tively by the Bar Council, the Board of Agriculture, and the 
Council of the Incorporated Law Society ; but the institution of 
the board does not detract from the rule-making power, which 
would still remain in the Lord Chancellor acting with the con- 
currence of the Treasury. If the system of registration is to 
create general confidence, the board must itself have the power 
of making rules, not merely of advising, and the suggested 
composition would hardly give it enough members practically 
conversant with the details of conveyancing. The Uouncil of 
the Incorporated Law Society might fairly claim a more exten- 
sive right of nomination. 

If the Bill is to pass with a compulsory clause, no effort 
should be spared to secure, as suggested above and last week, 
that the area of experiment should be defined. But while this 
is the least that can be demanded, we by no means abandon our 
objections to compulsion altogether. If registration is so valu- 
able a system, whence comes this profound objection to leaving 
it to be tested by its own merits? What with Lord Wesrsury’s 
Act and Lord Carrns’ Act it has now been on trial for over 
thirty years, and it cannot be truthfully said that its failure is 
due to the hostility of solicitors. Had the experience of those 
who tried it been satisfactory, there would have been no lack 
of others to follow in their steps. The fact is that, since 
the failure of the Act of 1875 has been apparent, 
the Land Registry Office, instead of seeking the cause 
in the defects of their system, have striven persistently 
to force upon the public what the public, with a proper desire 
for their own convenience, have declined to accept. Had the 
Registry officials altered their tactics, and shewn the same per- 
sistence in trying to improve their system, it is quite possible 
that they would have improved at the same time their business. 
Certainly they would have removed one great impediment to its 
extension had they permitted land to be taken off the register: 
This alteration is now conceded, but tacked on to compulsion it 
is a mere shadow of reform. When all possible improvements 
have been made in registration, it will still be a question 
whether, as a system, it is as convenient as private convey- 
ancing ; but until the improvements have been made and tried 
—and the present Bill by its series of proposed changes admits 
the need for them—it is irrational to talk of compulsion. The 
Bill without the compulsory clause may be accepted as a valua- 
able amendment of real property law and of registration under 
the Land Transfer Act, 1875. If registration has the merits 
claimed for it, it will succeed without resort to compulsion when 
it has been freed from the defects which have hitherto forbidden 
any extensive trial of it. 





ESTATE DUTY ON LAND SUBJECT TO A TRUST 
FOR SALE. 


TuEre are two cases for consideration—the land may pass on thé — 


death of a testator who has devised it on trust for sale, or it may © 
pass on the death of a person who is tenant for life under | 


an instrument by virtue of which the land is subject to a trust” 
for sale. In the latter case, if settlement estate duty has beet ~ 
paid since the commencement of the settlement, no estate duty 
is payable (see the Finance Act, 1894, 8. 5 (1), (2).) In cases nob” 
falling within this provision, estate duty is payable. For brevity, 
we shall consider only the case of the devise, but it will be” 
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evident that our reasoning applies to the case of the death of a 
tenant for life on whose death estate duty becomes payable. 

Estate duty is imposed by the first section of the Finance Act, 
189%, “upon the principal value ascertained, as hereinafter 

rovided, of all property, real or personal, settled or unsettled, 
which passes on death.” ‘‘ Property passing at death ” includes 
(section 2 (1) (a)) property of which the deceased was at his 
death competent to dispose, a definition which clearly includes 
property devised by a testator, and (section 2 (1) (4) ) property 
pissing on the death of a tenant for life. 

In either of the cases above mentioned the duty may be paid 

by the executor, though he is not bound to do so (section 6 (2) ), 
and if not so paid, is to be collected upon an account delivered 
within six months by the person accountable for duty (section 6 
(4) ). The daty is to become due on the delivery of the account 
or at the expiration of six months from the death, whichever 
first happens (section 6 (7) ), and by section 6 (8), in the case of 
real property, may be paid by instalments. A rateable part of 
the duty, in proportion to the value of any property which does 
not pass to the executor as such, is a first charge on that 
property (section 9 (1)). As real property devised on trust for 
sale does not pass to the executors ‘‘as such,” even if the same 
persons are devisees in trust and executors, that property would, 
if there was nothing more in the Act, be charged with the 
duty. 
I is, however, contended by the authorities of Inland 
Revenue that where land subject to a trust of sale is sold, the 
charge created by the section lastly cited shifts to the purchase- 
money, and that the purchaser is not bound to see that the duty 
is paid. If this view be correct, it will conduce greatly to the 
convenience of the public, but it must be remembered that it 
dces not follow that the view taken by the authorities at any 
one time will be adopted by their successors at a future time. 
So that a purchaser who acts upon this view and neglects to 
obtain a certificate, under section 11 (1), that the duty has been 
paid, may possibly, if the authorities subsequently change their 
opinion, or if a decision should be given shewing that their view 
is incorrect, be compelled to pay the duty. It is much to be 
wished that the question may be shortly decided. 

The view of the Office is, we are informed, founded on section 
8 (1), which provides that : 

‘‘'The existing law and practice relating to any of the duties now 
leviable on, or with reference to, death shall, subject to the pro- 
visions of this Act and so faras the same are applicable, apply 


for the purposes of the collection, recovery, and repayment of 
estate dut; . es if such law and practice were in terms 


made applicable to this part of this Act.’’ 

It will be observed—and this is a matter of considerable 
importance—that this sub-section applies only to the “ collection, 
recovery, and repayment” of the duty; it contains no words 
referring to the incidence of the charge on the property, or as to 
the persons accountable for the duty. It follows that, in order to 
construe the provisions of the Finance Act strictly, we must 
ascertain from that Act on what property the duty is charged, 
and who are the persons accountable; when we have done this, 
and not before, we may look at the other Acts relating to death 
duties to see in what manner the charge can be enforced, or the 
persons accountable forced to pay. 

The contention of the Office is that this section incorporates 
section 29 of the Succession Duty Act, which provides that : 

‘‘ The interest of any successor in moneys to arise from the sale of 
real property under any trust for the sale thereof, . . . shall 
~ eT to be personal property chargeable with duty under 

is ACt. 

There are two objections that may be raised to this conten- 
tion. First, it will be observed that the section only relates to 
the imposition of the charge, not to the collection or recovery of 
the duty. Secondly, that, in the case of personal property, suc- 
cession duty is charged on the interest of the successor in it, 
“while the same shall remain in the ownership or under the 
control of the successor, or of any trustee for him ” (section 42), 
while the charge of estate duty under the Finance Act, 1894, is 
imposed, not on the interest of the successor, but on the 
Property passing at death—t.c., on the corpus. It will be 
noticed that, as in the case in question the charge of succession 
duty is im on the interest of the successor, not on the corpus 
of the property, it follows that on a sale by the trustees the 








money which they receive, which ts corpus, is not liable 
to the succession duty, while, as estate duty is chargeable on 
the corpus, the moneys received by the trustees are liable to the 
charge of estate duty, and th @ purchaser from them is 
liable to see that the charge is paid. It appears to follow that,’ 
even if the view of the Office as to the application of the Succes- 
sion Duty Act to estate duty is correct, the purchaser remains 
= to see that the duty is Sg 
e view is confirmed by the Finance Act, 1894, s. 
hich provides thet: a eee ee 
‘* The expression ‘ * includes 
property, = the Proceed is of sale Fees oan A ~ ae 
w) vi 
_ = A estment for the time being representing the proceeds 

Construing this sub-section and section 9 (1) already referred 
to, we find that land passing on death (which is property that 
does not pass to the executor as such) and the proceeds of sale 
thereof are charged with estate duty. As this is a legal charge 
the purchaser is bound to see that it is paid; in other words, if 
he pays all the purchase-money to the trustees, he pays part of 
it to the wrong person. 

Even assuming that the Finance Act, s. 8 (1) applies to the 
charge or imposition of duty, it may be argued, probably with 
success, that the provisions of the Succession Duty Act imposing 
a charge of duty are not applicable within the meaning of the 
section, for there — to be no real analogy between estate 
duty and succession duty—the one isa c on corpus, the other 
on the interest of the successor; estate duty is a charge (in 
cases where the property does not devolve on the executor) on 
the property in the state (whether real or nal) in which it 
happens to be at the instant of the death which renders it 
leviable, while, in the case of succession duty, the actual state 
of that property has not to be considered, we have to take into 
consideration merely the interest of the successor, which may in 
equity be personal or real, notwithstanding that the nature of 
the corpus of the pro is different. The old death duty, 
which bears a true ogy to estate duty, is probate duty, 
which is or is not leviable according to the nature of the interest 
of the testator in the property, not according to any directions 
contained in his will for conversion of it. If his interest in his 
property is, either at law or in equity, personal, probate duty 
was payable, otherwise it was not. If his interest, whether 
legal or equitable, was realty, so that probate duty was not 
payable, no trust for sale contained in his will would render 
the duty leviable. 








REVIEWS. 
POLICE. 


EXECUTIVE PoWERS IN RELATION TO CRIME AND DISORDER, OR 
PowERS OF PoLIceE IN ENGLAND. A SHORT TREATISE ON THE 
EXeEcuTIvVE Powers WHIcH May BE EXERCISED By. PRIVATE 
CITIZENS AND OFFICIAL PERSONS FOR THE PuRSUIT OF CRIME AND 
MAINTENANCE OF Pusiic ORDER. By THomas W. Haycrart, 
Barrister-at-Law. Butterworth & Co. 


The scope of this work is somewhat limited, That is to say, it 
treats merely of the various common law and statutory, executive, 
and administrative powers which vn a exercised for the pursuit of 
crime and for the maintenance of public order, excluding, therefore, 
from consideration such powers as ons jeleeil, ek olen all that 
concerns the prison treatment and discipline of convicted In 
other words, the volume before us has mainly to do 
of criminals at large, and not with their trial or t.. Not- 
withstanding its limited however, Mr, Haycraft’s treatise can 
hardly fail, on account of its scientific character, to be appreciated 
by those for whose use it is intended—namely, lawyers, lice 
officials, students of political science, and indeed all intelligent 
citizens. The whole subject treated of by the author is divided into 
thirteen chapters which deal ically with such matters as 
powers of police, arrest with or without warrant, matters subsequent 
to arrest, powers of search, obtaining evidence i examina- 


tions, powers in res of persons who have been wers 
for the reservation of order, sureties ofthe peace and good Scie 
and liabilities of those who act in the execution of powers, The 


text of the work is preceded by the usual tables of statutes and of 
cases, while, at the end of the volume, will be found an excellent 
index. There are no appendices, and for this, we think, the reader 
will be grateful. 
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THE LIGHT RAILWAYS ACT, 1896. 


Tae Licht Raiways Act, 1896; ANNOTATED, WITH AN INTRO- 
DUCTION, AND THE Boarp or TRADE RuLEs. By HENRY ALLAN 
STEWARD, B.A., Barrister-at-Law. Eyre & Spottiswoode. 


This little book gives in a convenient compass the Light Railways 
Act of last Session, with some useful notes and the rules made by 
the Board of Trade under the Act. The incorporated Acts are not 
included in this edition, and this detracts from its usefulness. The 
introduction contains an analysis of the scope and effect of the Act, and 
adds some information on the working of the light railway systems 
of Ireland and of some continental countries, including Belgium and 
Hungary. The small size of the work, and its low price will make it 

ble to many, but owing to the large extent to which the 
practice of incorporating other statutes have been adopted in the Act 
of 1896, Mr. Steward’s work cannot be regarded as a complete 
handbook to the law on the subject of light railways. 





LOCAL GOVERNMENT DIRECTORY. 
Tue Locan GovERNMENT Drrecrory, 1897. Knight & Co. 


This compilation will be of service to those who have dealings with 
local authorities, It contains well arranged lists of poor law unions, 
county, district, and parish councils, school boards and burial boards, 
with the names and addresses of their officers, and particulars of the 
departments and officials of the Local Government Board. It is in 
our view regrettable that the practice of interleaving the body of 
the book with advertisements has been adopted. In other respects 
the directory seems to be all that can be desired. 





BOOKS RECEIVED. 


The Law and Practice under the Companies Acts, 1862 to 1893, and 
the Life Assurance Companies Acts, 1870 to 1872, containing the 
Statutes, and the Rules, Orders, and Forms to regulate proceedings. 
By H. Burton Bucxizy, M.A., Q.C. Seventh Edition, by the 
Author and A, C. CLavson, M.A., Barrister-at-Law. Stevens and 
Haynes. 





CORRESPONDENCE, 
THE LAND TRANSFER BILL. 
[Zo the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.} 


Sir,—I was very glad to see your article on this Bill, and hope that 
every solicitor will carefully read it. If a strong opposition be now 
offered it would have a considerable effect, I feel sure, on the Lord 
Chancellor, and the Government could not afford to disregard it, as, 
notwithstanding their big majority, their position is daily weakening. 

What is to be now looked for is the active opposition of the Council 
of the Law Society, nothing less will satisfy the great body of the 

ion, and unless a decided course is taken, the Council’s prestige 
will be seriously weakened. N. 
March 3, 





[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal. ]} 


Sir,—Your correspondent “‘ Vigilans”” has apparently not read the 
Bill which he criticises, for he asks ‘‘ What is to prevent such order 
(that is, an order making registration compulsory) from scheduling 
the whole country straight off for compulsory registration ?” 

The answer is that such a sweeping order might have been made 
under the Bill of 1895, but by the present Bill an order can only 
effect ‘“‘ any county or part of a county.” Moreover, such ap order 
can only be after notice, and any public body within the coun 
(which includes the law societies within it) may petition against it, an 
the petition must be considered and dealt with by the Privy Council, 
the order remaining in the meantime in abeyance. 

*s-inn, Feb. 27. 


Bens. G. LAKE. 
(See observations in leading article.—Ep. S.J.] 





THE QUEEN’S JUBILEE. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal. ]} 
Sir,—I understand that the Council of the Incorporated Law 
are now etna o what means Her Majesty’s “‘ Diamond 
Jebilee” shall be celebrated so faras our branch of the profession is 
concerned. May I venture to sug, 


that the year may be marked 
in the history of the society by 


e Council taking the necessary 


steps to obtain authority to change its name or style from “ Incor- 
porated” to “Royal”? The many duties now performed by the 








officers of Her Majesty’s Courts of Justice, give the society a strong 
claim to the prefix of ‘‘ Royal,” and I venture to think that the 
change I suggest would not only be popular in the profession 
generally, but could not fail to add dignity to the society. 

I should also be glad to see the word “society” changed to 
** college,”’ so that our present institution should be known as ‘ The 
Royal College of Law’”’; it is to my mind as much entitled to be 
called a college as its neighbour ‘‘The Royal College of Surgeons.” 
Moreover, could we not usefully follow their example and have mem- 
bers and fellows of our society or college. 

A SOLICITOR AND MEMBER OF THE INCORPORATED 
March 18. Law Socrery. 





INTESTATE AND NO NEXT-OF-KIN. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal. | 


Sir,—Would any of your readers kindly refer me to any instances 
where the Crown, having claimed half of a husband’s personalty by 
reason of his having died intestate, leaving a widow but no next-of- 
kin—it has, after making every inquiry for next-of-kin (without 
result), and waiting a reasonable time, released the fund in its 
hands to the widow or to her poor relations upon their petition. 

Tam told that there have been many such cases. 

SIDNEY NEWMAN. 

9, Fenchurch-street, E.C. 








CASES OF THE WEEK. 


Court of Appeal. 


MINNA ORAIG STEAMSHIP CO. (LIM.) (Appellants) v. CHARTERED 
MERCANTILE BANK OF INDIA, LONDON, AND CHINA (Respon- 
dents). No. 1. 18th, 19th, and 23rd Feb. 


Company—LiqurpaTtion—Brt or Lapine—Procezspincs mv Forsgicy 
Covrnt—Sa.z or Suir in Forzeran Porr—Jupoementr In Rem. 


This was an appeal by the plaintiffs from a judgment of Collins, J., 
dated the 10th of November (see 1897, 1 Q. B. 55). The appellant com- 
pany were the owners of a single steamship, The Minna Craig. The 
respondents were a chartered company, registered under the Com 
Acts, and whose registered place of business wasin London. One 
was the mortgagee of the said ship undera statutory deed of mort 
dated in the year 1891. In June, 1892, the ship was at Bombay, and « 
was being loaded with a cargo for Hamburg. Through the fraud of the 
manager of the a) ts’ business in Bombay, the master of the ship 


fact puton board. The respondents purchased the said false bills of 
lading for value without notice of the fraud. On the 23rd of June, 1892, 


was discovered. hase of Julya on mee 
winding up of the ap t company, and on the 11th of August a win 
ing-up order was made and a li uidator was duly ap 
same day that the winding-up order was made the ship arrived at Ham- 
burg. On her arrival, the respondents’ agents, Messrs. Berenberg, 


Court at Hamburg, in the nature of an action in rem, against the ship and 
her freight in respect of all the cargo which by the said bills purported to 
have been shipped on board. Other creditors of the ship also made 
claims 


clusive. On the 7th of December the ship and her freight were sold by 
order of the German Court for £43,206, Laing, the mortgagee, be 

the purchaser. The several claims on the ship amounted to £76,000, 

the German Court published a scheme for the division of the proceeds. 


mortgagee and the other creditors. This decision was sub 





According to German law, statements in a bill of lading are con- — 


Gosseler, & Oo., took proceedings on the respondents’ behalf in the}German — 


lants nor the ¥ , could recover. From this judgment the © 
Minna Craig Steamship Co. now appealed. It was contended on theit 
behalf that the Fok beng sree ger higrdyantag em ryt 
and that the ti their creditors accrued prior to any declared by 
the German Oourt. The only lien which that court had declared was 

respect of the non-delivery of goods at Hamburg. For the respo ; 
it was con’ that the action was an action in rem and was F 


society by authority from the Crown, in connection with solicitors as : 


was induced to certain bills of lading for goods which were never in 


the ship sailed for Hamburg, and ear!y in the following month the fraud | 
tition was presented for the — 


d- | 
pointed. Onthe © 


a 


Bic in ta 15 2h 


A 4 alte 


The respondents put forward their claim under the alleged false bills of a 
lading, and the court gave priority to their claim over the claims of the ~ 


uently up- | 

held by the German Courts of Appeal. On the 13th of June, 1894, Mesaml S 
Berenberg, Gosseler, & Co. received on behalf of the respondents from ~ 
the German Courts a sum of £10,944, which amount they paid over to the ~ 
respondents’ bank. ‘he appellants then brought an action in the Queen's ~ 
Bench Division to recover this amount as money had and received by the ~ 
dents to their use. The action was tried without a jury before © 
Collins, J., who held that the judgment of the German Court, being @ © 
judgment in rem, was conclusive, and that the money received by the ~ 
respondents under it was therefore not subject to any trust in favour of ~ 
the general body of the appellants’ creditors, and that neither the appel- ~ 
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Steamship Co., Ex parte Scinds Railway Co. (22 W. R. 810, L, RB. 9 Oh. D. 
557), and Castrique v. Imrie (19 W. R. 1, L. R. 4H. L. 414). Cur. ado. 
eult. 


Feb. 23.—Tue Court (Lord Esuzr, M.R., and Lorgs and Currrr, L.JJ.) 
dismissed the appeal. 

Lord Esnzr, M.R.—The action was commenced in the Court of Ham- 
burg for short delivery of cargo, and that court held, in accordance with 
the law of the State, that if a captain signs bills of lading the shipowners 
cannot deny that the cargo was on board, and p as in an action 
in rem, the court condemned the ship and ordered it to be sold, and the 
defendants’ claim to be paid out of the proceeds. That court further held 
that a maritime lien was given by statute. By the comity of nations no 
court here can say that the Hamburg Court was wrong. The decision of 
that court related back to the time when the ship arrived at Hawburg, and 
from that time, even though that was after the time when the title of the 
liquidator accrued, the ship was not an asset of the company. The defen- 
dants in the present action did not obtain the money, now sought to be 
recovered, as creditors of the company nor as trustees for all the creditors ; 
it was given to them by the decree of the Court of Hamburg, and neither 
at law nor in equity do they hold the money for the liquidator of the 
company. The judgment cf the court below must be affirmed, and the 
appeal be dismissed. 

Lorzs and Carrry, L.JJ., delivered judgments to the same effect. 
Appeal dismiesed.—Covunszt, J. Walton, Q.C., and Boyd, Q.0.; Sir R. 
Reid, Q.C., and English Harrison. Sottcrrons, Botterell § Roche ; Clarke, 
Rawlins, § Co. 

{Reported by E. G. Stituwett, Barrister-at-Law. | 


WILLIAMS ». GOOSE. No. 1. 26th Feb. 


Practice—PaymMent into Covrt—Procepurz at Trirt—Ricut or 
PLAIntiIvr TG HAVE Issuz or Surrictzncy or AMOUNT LEFT TO JuRY— 
Orv. 22, xn. 22—Vatiprry or Rute—Jvupicatune Act, 1875, 8s. 22. 


This was an application by the plaintiff for a new trial or judgment in 
an action tried before Mathew, J., anda jury. The action was brought 
to recover damages for personal injuries. The defendant paid £30 into 
court with a denial of liability. At the trial the jury were not informed 
of the fact that any money had been paid into court, in accordance with 
ord. 22, r. 22, which is one of the rules made in November, 1893, and 
they returned a verdict for the plaintiff for £15. The learned judge 
directed that £15 should be paid out to the plaintiff, and that the 
remaining £15 should be paid back to the defendant. Ord. 22, r. 22, is 
as follows: ‘‘ Where a cause or matter is tried by a judge with a jary, 
no communication to the jury shall be made until after the verdict is 
given, either of the fact that money has been paid into court, or of the 
amount paid in. The jury shall be required to find the amount of the 
debt or damages, as the case may be, without reference to any payment 
into court.’” The plaintiff moved fora new trial on the ground of mis- 
direction. It was argued on his behalf that the judge ought to have 
informed the jury that £30 had been paid into court by the defendant, 
and to have told them that the only issue was whether that sum was 
enough to satisfy the plaintiff’s claim. Up to the year 1893 it had been 
the uniform practice of judges to give such a direction to the jury in such 
a case, and by section 22 of the Judicature Act, 1875, it was expressly 
provided that nothing in the Act or the rules should take away or preju- 
dice the right of any party to any action to have the issues for trial by 
jury submitted and left by the judge to the jury with a ao and com- 
plete direction upon the law. Rule 22 of order 22 was a ct violation 
of that enactment, and was therefore ultra vires, and ought to have been 
distegarded by the learned judge. The sum of £30 having been paid 
into court, a verdict for less than that sum could not rightly be given; 
the only question for the jury was whether the plaintiff was entitled to 
more. 

Tue Covrr (Lord Esrer, M.R., and Lorgs and Curry, L.JJ.) dismissed 
the application. Ord. 22, r. 22, was not ultra vires. It wasa rule with 
regard to procedure, and was therefore within the powers conferred on 
the Rule Committee by virtue of section 17 of the Judicature Act, 1875. 
It was not in contravention of section 22 of that Act, which preserved to 
every party to an action tried by a jury the right to have the issues left 
to the jury. The rule merely said that where money was into court 
the issue should be left in a particular way. It could not be said that in 
this case any issue had been withdrawn from the jury.—CounsgL, Crump, 
Q.C., and Hohler ; Dickens, Q.C., and Mallinson. Soxicrrons, Sismey § 
Sismey, for Tolhurst, Lovell, & Clinch, Gravesend; Kirkman, for Mitchell ¢ 
Macartney, Gravesend. 


[Reported by F. G. Rucker, Barrister-at-Law.]j 


THE ATTORNEY-GENERAL v. TOD-HEATLEY. No. 2. 18th Feb. 


Nuisance—Removat cr Rervss—Waste Lanp—Dvury or Lanpowner— 
Insunctrion—Puxiic Heatru (Lonpon) Acr, 1891 (54 & 55 Vicr. c. 76), 
es. 2, 13, 35, 138. 


Appeal of the Attorney-General from a decision of Kekewich, J. 
(reported ante, p. 81). The action was brought by the Attorney-General 
at the relation of the united vestry of the parishes of St. aret and 
St. John the Evangelist, Westminster, and by the united vestry of the said 
parishes for an injunction (inter alia) to restrain the defendants from 
ullowing or permitting a piece of land belongs to them to ~ in such a 


Las 


state.as to be a nuisance or injurious to heal: The land question 
was @ piece of waste or vacant land situate at the corner of St. Ann’s- 
lane and Great Peter-street, Westminster, and was vested in Sir 


el 


Moore Brownrigg, one of the defendants, prior to 1894 as trustee 


, and that the public in neighbourhood were 
in the habit of throwing or depositing upon the land all sorts of 
refuse, and organic to such an extent as to nuisance 


the Pu 
the duty of cleansing the vacant land 


devolved upon the owner, Sir Henry , Or the vestry under 
the povidone of the Public Health (London) Act, 891. Kekewich, J., 
held that the action was properly brought under section 13 of the Act, 
that there was a nuisance resulting 


vestry, who had the means to remove the refuse, to their powers 
remedies under 


General appealed, and 
wich, J. relied, contem 
proceedings. U: 


remove an but house refuse 

lek aad vas the f Some tee 5 a ceeuiel 
ai , order : 
from, hud allow theappeal. Dedlase that thedetendsat Bir EL M. Brewarigg 


for 
necessary. The defendant to pay the costs of the action so 
jae the defendant without costs, and 
ie appeal.’’ 
Linpuey, L.J., in the course of his judgment, said it 
law duty of the owner of apiece of vacant land to t 
a public nuisance, he referred to Hawkins’s of 
629. It was an le 
for the defendant to say that he did 
duty of the defendant to 
create a nuisance. That 80 
the relation of the vestry entitled to an 
ship’s opinion, almost a matter of course that he should 
uncticn. That being the common law of 
to the Public Health (London) Act, 1891. Section 138, to which Keke- 
wich, J.’s, attention was a tly not called, — that all 
rights, and remedies given by this Act should 
derogation of any other powers, rights, and remediesconferred by any Act of 
scuauetaeen of tr kebeeedl iohe to make t with 
uence 0 an arrangemen 
the vestry, by which it should a Bgoy Led clean and the defendant 
undertaking to pay the cost of such work being done. 
be as above set out. 
A. L. Surrx and Riony, L.JJ., gave judgment to 
Appeal allowed.—Covunsst, Wa ton, Q.U., and Morton 
Q.C., and Ingpen. Soxscrrons, J. C. F. Warrington Rogers ; Last 
(Reported by W. Suaticross Goppanp, Barrister-at-Law,! 





High Court—Chancery Division. 


HUDDERSFIELD CORPORATION v. RAVENSTHORPE URBAN DISTRICT 
COUNCIL. North, J. 2nd March. 


Loca Government—Warsr Svurrpiy—Resrricrion on ConsTRUCTION OF 
Warrrworxs—Pvunuic Heatran Act, 1875 (38 & 39 Vicr. 0, 55) s. 52. 


This was e motion to restrain the defendant council from constructing 
waterworks in an added district without the notice required by 
section 52 of the Public Health Act, 1875, to the water er 
sup) the district. The council was an urban district , 
too oe Dewsbury ond Gitebetes 8 So catemens ts Sis 
own district. predecessors formed a local board, having 
a district which formed part of the, and parish of Mirfield. The 
rest of Mirfield also became an urban the 


i 
a 
NE 


limit of the plaintiffs’ water su 
Mirfield. The plaintiff corporation did not 
dant council’s district, but did supply the remainder 


Mirfield, including about £0 acres with reference to which this 
tion was made. By an order of the West Riding Council in 
March, 1895, duly confirmed by the Local Government » the 


F 


of Mirfield in question was transferred from the district of 
Urban Connell 0 tes 00 Se The defendant council 
that its duties in respect of the 

respect with its duties in respect of its old district, and that it 


| 
H 





waterworks, but merely making a lawful addition to 
existing waterworks. 

Nontn, J., said that he considered himself bound by Cleveland Water 
Co. v. Redcar Local Board (1895, 1 Ch. 168), and that the defendant council 
was only making a mere addition to its waterworks.—OounsRL, 
Q.0., and 0 Gin. iescorons wads Faissy. @ Sutth foe F 
Lloyd, Huddersfield ; Jaques ¢ Co., for ett} Gon, Dewsbury. 

(Reported by G. B, Hammutox, Barrister-at-Law.| 
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Re THE MAGNOLIA METAL CO.’S TRADE-MARK. Kekewich, J. 
and 26th Feb. 


Traps-mMark — GseocrarnicaL Name — GegocrarutcaL Name Begarino 
Anotnuer Meantnc—*“ Rergersnce to Caaracter or Goons ’’—AssiGNn- 
MENT IN Gross—Tuaape-Marks Acts, 1883 anp 1888, ss. 64 (suB-sECTION 
(1) (8) (48 AMENDED By sEcTION 10 or THE Trape-Marxs Act, 1888), 70. 


In February, 1889, an American company, trading under the name of 
‘The Magnolia Anti-friction Metal Co.,’’ describing themselves as 
*‘ Manufacturers of Anti-friction Metal,’’ and giving a London address, 
applied for, and shortly after obtained, registration of a trade-mark 
(86,401) for certain goods in class 6—namely, ‘‘anti-friction metal 

, being parts of machinery being other than horticultural and 
agricultural machinery.’’ The trade-mark consisting of a represention of 
a@ magnolia flower with two leaves. In June, 1839, the same company, 
describing themselves as above, but giving as a first address 74, Cort- 
landt-street, New York, U.S., applied for, and subsequently obtained, 
registration of a second trade-mark (No. 90,573) for the same goods in 
class 6 as before; this trade-mark, consisting of the same representa- 
tion of a nolia flower with leaves as before, but with the addition of 
the words ‘* Magnolia Anti-friction Metal,” stating in their application 
**The essential particulars of the trade-mark are the device and ‘ Mag- 
nolia’’’ and disclaiming any right to the use of the added words. In 
June, 1894, the same company, describing themselves as ‘‘ mauufac- 
turers’’ simply, and giving their New York address only, applied for, 
and subsequently obtained, registration of a third trade-mark (No. 
180,551) for certain goods in class 5—namely, ‘‘ unwrought and partly 
wrought metals used in manufacture.” This trade-mark consisted of 
the word ‘‘ Magnolia’’ alone. None of these three trade-marks was 
claimed as an ‘‘old mark ’’as having been in use before the 13th of 
August, 1875. In 1889 a partnership firm was constituted in England 
under the style of ‘‘The Magnolia Anti-friction Metal Co. of Great 
Britain,’’ and this firm entered into a contract with the American com- 
pany, undertaking to purchase from them a certain fixed amount of 
7" lia metal” per annum as therein stated, and in consideration 
thereof the American company undertook (inter alia) not to sell either 
directly or indirectly ‘‘ magnolia metal’’ to any other person or firm in 
Great Britain. The English firm continued to have the exclusive sale of 
Magnolia metal in the United Kingdom down to 1896, but from time to 
time their contracts with the American company were varied as to price 
and quantity only, the exclusive use being always reserved to the English 
company. In 1894 the persons controlling the American company formed 
a new American company, called the Magnolia Metal Co., and the new 
company claimed to have acquired by purchase from the old company 
the goodwill of its business and rights, including trade-marks of which 
assignment was duly made, and took its place as manufacturers and 
vendors of magnolia metal; and by a contract made between the English 
firm and the ‘‘ Magnolia Metal Co.’’ in that year provision was made 
for the taking by the English firm of 3,000,000lbs. of magnolia metal 
as therein provided, after which the English firm were to own abso- 
lutely all the rights of the American company in the territories com- 

in the contract (including the United Kingdom), and to have the 
right to manufacture the metal on their own account. In September, 
1895, disputes arose between the English firm and the American company, 
and the former alleging that they could not obtain a sufficient supply of 
magnolia metal from the American company, claimed the right to manu- 
facture and sell it themselves, which they accordingly did, and after the 
‘* Atlas Metal Co. (Limited)’’ was formed in June, 1396, they did the 
same thing, the process of manufacture being well-known to them. On 
the 26th of June, 1896, the Magnolia Metal Co. issued a writ against the 
Atlas Metal Co. (Limited), and against the members of the English firm 
and other persons, and obtained an interim injunction against the Atlas 
Co., inter alia, from using the plaintiffs’ trade-mark, trade-design, or any 
mark or device or design in any way resembling those of the plaintiffs. 
On the trial of the action on the 6th of November, 1896, Collins, J., 
refused to grant an injunction founded on infringement of the trade 
marks, but granted an injunction restraining the Atlas Co. and all the other 
defendants, except one, trom selling magnolia metal without clearly dis- 
hing it from the metal sold by the plaintiffs. The Atlas Co. asked 
for and obtained a stay of judgment in view of an appeal. Before the 
—— firm was formed, the American company appointed a Mr. Stanley 
their ‘‘ agent’’ for the United Kingdom, and he, on the formation of the 
English firm, became a traveller for them and terminated his contract with 
the American firm. A small quantity of magnolia metal, about one ton 
in all, had been sold in the United Kingdom prior to the sale thereof being 
taken up by the English firm, but ever since that firm was formed in 
1889 the American manufacturers were under contract to supply the mag- 
nolia metal to them only and to no other firm in the United Kingdom and 
had faithfully fulfilled that obligation. Although magnoli« metal is 
chiefly used in machine bearings, it was never supplied by the American 
company to the English firm in that form, and, with the exception of a 
few model sample bearings made for exhibition to would-be purchasers, 
the American company did not work up the magnolia metal into bearings 
at all, but 1t was supplied by them in the shape of ingots to the English 
firm and was always bought and paid for by drafts by the Fnglish firm. 
In a very few cases only bearings lined with magnolia metal were made 
and sold by the English firm. At the dates when the trade-marks were 
registered in the United Kingdom the name ‘‘ Magnolia”’ had become the 
name by which the metal was widely and exclusively known. The com- 
pore ot magnolia metal was originally a secret one, but on the 
company taking out a patent, it was disclosed as consisting of 
lead, tin, antimony, bismuth, and graphite. Evidence was produced 
proving that at the time of registration there were about twenty places in 


25th 





the United States called ‘‘ Magnolia,”’ being so named in the {majority of 
cases from the magnolia tree which grows in great luxuriance in that 
country. This was an application by the Atlas Metal Co. (Limited) to 
remove three page of the Mangolia Co. from the register, 
and raised. some entirely novel and important points, the first 
being whether a word which is ay arses but which also 
bears another meaning is capable of being registered as a trade-mark 
under section 10 of the Trade-Marks Act, 1888, sub-section 1 (¢) (amend- 
ing section 64 of the Act of 1883). Theapplicants contended that ‘‘ Mag- 
nolia’’ was geographical within the meaning of the section: Re Apollin- 
aris Co.’s Trade-Mark (1891, 2 Ch. 186), Re Van Duzer (34 W. R. 730, 34 
Ch. D. 623 ; 35 W. R. 294, 34 Ch. D. 631), Re Sir Titus Salt, Son, § Co.’s 
Trade-Mari; (The Eboline case) (42 W. R. 666 ; 1894, 3 Ch. 137). 


Kexewicn, J., said that the question he was called upon to decide was 
a novel and important one, and one which presented to his mind consider- 
able difficulty. [His lordship, after referring to and describing the three 
trade-marks in question, continued by saying that] the first question 
which arose was whether the word ‘‘ Magnolia ’’ alone could be sustained 
as a trade-mark. That was entirely a question dependent on the Act of 
Parliament az considered with reference to decided cases. Section 10 of 
the Act of 1888, sub-section (1) 2, which was the sub-section applicable to 
this case, said that a trade-mark might consist of ‘‘a word or words 
having no reference to the character or quality of the goods, and not 
being a geographical name,’’ the statute therefore excluded from words 
which might be properly registered those of a geogeaphical nature. In 
one sense—the strict technical sense—the word ‘‘ Magnolia’’ was a 
geographical name, and, if that was the proper sense of the statute, there 
was an end of the defendant’s case with regard to it, and it must be 
expunged from the register. His lordship had been referred to one 
definition, and one definition only, of the meaning of the clause in sub- 
section (e) of the 10th section of the Act and, though no doubt others 
could be found, the language of Chitty, J.,in (Zhe Hboline case) Re Sir 
Titus Salt, Bart., Sons, § Co.’s Application(42 W.R. 666 ; 1894, 3 Ch., at p. 
169) was sufficient for all purposes: ‘‘ The object of the Legislature was 
to prevent a trader from acquiring a monopoly in the name of a place, 
and from thereby suggesting that the goods had a local origin or a local 
connection, which in fact they might not have.’? There was no need to 
press the matter further and inquire why that seemed important to the 
Legislature. What Mr. Warrington had suggested was this, that if any 
trader in a particular place desired to name his goods by reference to his 
plaze of residence, or where he carried on his manufacture or business, he 
would be precluded from doing that if there were a trade-mark contain- 
ing the name of that place registered against him, so that he could not 
use it, and that that of course would not be right, It would, in his lord- 
ship’s opinion, no doubt be wrong and against moral justice that a man, 
living in a small town or village, and having put forward some new article 
of trade, should not be entitled to connect it with his residence or place 
of business. That might very possibly be the meaning of the Legislature. 
But the language of Chitty, J., above referred to explained sufficiently 
for the present purpose the object of the words of the Act. Then Mr. 
Bousfield had said that that could not apply in the present case, where 
some fifteen places named Magnolia were in existence in the United States 
in 1889, that was to say at the date of the registration, for his lordship 
must, of course, try the case as at the date of registration. If it werea 
geographical name at that date it must be expunged, and if it were not a 
geographical name at that date no one would have the right to get it 
removed from the register because some town or place had sprung up and 
been called by that name subsequently to the registration. Those 
the words of the Act and that being its object, was his lordship bound to 
say that the Legislature meant that wherever the name proposed to be put 
on the register, or being actually there and sought to be expunged, had 
@ geographical meaning, it must not go on the register, or being 
there, it must be taken off, even though its primary meaning was some- 
thing quite different, and it might perhaps have two or three other mean- 
ings, perhaps all of them better known than the geographical meaning ? 
That was the real question, and was the question which was illustratea by 
some remarks of his lordship in the Apollinaris Co.’s case, reported in 1891, 
2 Ch. at p. 204, where he illustrated what he had to say by reference to 
the word ‘‘Monkey”’ as connected with soap, and to‘‘St. Paul” as 
connected with some other goods, and where he thought it likely that an 
ordinary person would connect the words with the animal the 
Apostle respectively, rather than with the one or two small places called 
by either of those names. Of course, had the matter been decided in that 
case his lordship would not now have to consider the point, but the 
question did not call for decision in the Apollinaris case, and consequently 
had now to be decided. Was, then, the word ‘* Magnolia’’ a geographical 
name in the sense of its being the primary meaning, or that which would 
occur to the mau of ordinary education and intelligence? Without going 
iato the evidence, he ventured to say that a very small proportion of 
persons of the class he had mentioned would recognize in the word 
** Magnolia ’’ any reference to any town or place in the United States of 
America or elsewhere. On the other hand, theagh not so common as many 
other flowers the **‘ Magnolia’’ was thoroughly well-known to all persons 
of fair education, and would be understood by them to refer to the flower 
or to the tree which bore that flower. That would be the meaning which 
he thought the word would bear ordinarily to ordinary people, and was 
there any reason why he should not construe the Act in that way? He 
admitted that he was perplexed by the extreme terseness and literal use of 
the words “ geograp name,” but on the other hand he did not think 
that he was bound to decide that it was meant by the Legislature that 
every word that was capable of being treated as a ay 9g toma name, but 
which was also capable of being used, and ought to 
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a geographical name. Mr. Bousfield had given many instances of such 
words in addition to those his lordship had referred to. Take, for instance, 
the word ‘‘ magnet,” a thing westieotiey well known even to children. To 
say that when a magnet was mentioned it meant, not that 
extremely useful article, which might also be made an extremely 
amusing toy, but some place, somewhere in America or else- 
where, that most people had never heard of, would, in his 
lordship’s opinion, be runving the language of the Act of Parliament into 
an absurdity. He had endeavoured to dismiss from his mind, the fact 
of which he happened to be aware, that the first trade-mark of this series 
registered was the magnolia flower without the word ‘‘ Magnolia,’’ 
because, in his opinion, that had nothing to do with the present point, 
and he therefore intended to decide it on the grounds he had already 
stated. He thought it would be going too far, notwithstanding man 
cases, including *‘ Eboline,’’ to say that Magnolia must be un; 
because it was a ‘‘ geographical name.’’ Though in one sense it was a 
“‘ geographical name ’’—and he fully felt that difficulty—he thonght that, 
for the present purpose, it was not a geographical name, but the name of 
a flower. The objection was then taken by the applicants that the word 
‘** Magnolia ’’ had reference to the character of the goods: Trade-Marks 
Acts, 1883-88, s. 64, sub-section (1) (ce). His lordship, after hearing the 
arguments, decided that on the facts before him, the word ‘‘ Magnolia”’ 
was descriptive of the character of the goods, inasmuch as it had refer- 
ence to a metal known by the public as magnolia metal, and that the word 
‘* Magnolia’ must be removed from the register of trade-marks. 

A final objection with reference to the representation of the magnolia 
flower was then taken. Onthe grounds, first, that the ‘magnolia flower’’ 
was @ mere representation of and equal to the word magnolia, which had 
already been held to be bad; and, secondly, that by section 70 of the Trade- 
Marks Act, 1883, a registered trade-mark could only be assigned “in 
connection with the goodwill of the business concerned in the 
goods or classes of goods for which it has been registered.’”’ That this 
trade-mark was registered for bearings, and that the a which 
eee to assign it to the present owners had no goodwill in bearings, 

ut in the metal only. 


Kexewicn, J., said that the only trade-mark remaining to be dealt 
with was No. 86,401 registered on the 9th of February, 1889; and was 
in the form of a flower. The first objection taken to it was that that 
flower was merely a representation of a magnolia, and must be taken to be 
equivalent to the word ‘‘ magnolia’? which had already been held to be 
an insufficient and improper trade-mark, and that, therefore, the flower, 
being the equivalent of the word, was an improper subject for registra- 
tion. His lordship could not follow that argumect. Here he had a 
device or design and not a word. It might very well be that this was 
intended to be a magnolia, and that any person of ordinary acquaintance 
with flowers would recognize it as a magnolia, but there was all the 
difference in the world between a device, however equivalent it might be 
to a word, and a word itself, and he therefore overruled that objection. 
The other objection was of quite a different character. The e-mark 
in question was registered in the first instance (and he would assume 
properly registered) by the Magnolia Anti-friction Metal Co. It had been 
assigned by that company to the Magnolia Metal Co., which company 
was now defending the trade-mark. The objection was that there could 
have been no proper assignment of that trade-mark to the Magnolia Metal 
Co., because the assignor had not at the date of the assignment, which 
was the 29th of October, 1896, any goodwill of the business concerned in 
the particular goods or class of goods for which the trade-mark was 
registered. It was, of course, clear from Mr. Bousfield’s argument that 
the Magnolia Anti-friction Metal Co. had a goodwill in a business at the 
date of theassignment, and that on the determination of theagency or licence 
or privilege of Stanley and the firm the business which had been conducted 
by them in a representative capacity reverted to the American company, 
and that company had consequently thenceforward the benefit of the 
business which had been established in this courtry, and of that business 
they owned the goodwill. So far his lordship followed Mr. Bousfield’s 
argument; but that did not grapple with the meaning of the statute or 
the circumstances of the case. The statute said that it shall be the good- 
will of the business ‘‘ concerned in the particular goods or classes of goods 
for which it has been registered.’’ Therefore, in order to sustain the 
trade-mark it must be shewn that the company had not a goodwill ina 
business of metal manufacturers but a goodwill in a particular business— 
namely, the manufacture and sale of metal bearings in this country, the 
trade-mark being registered simply in class 6, and being for 
“anti-friction metal bearings, being parts of machinery other 
t agricultural and horticultural machinery.” It was not 
"gy that the American company ever sold a metal bearing 

this country, but it ap that, by means of arrange- 
ments between Stanley and others they succeeded in pushing 4 
considerable business in England in their metal. In order to procure 
purchasers they sent over to Stanley, and probably also to his successors, 
samples of metal bearings, not samples for sale, but samples by way of 
illustrations of the great advantageous uses to which the metal might be 
applied. Some of these bearings were not fresh from the manufacturer, 
but bearings which had been used by railway companies, and were 
intended to show intending purchasers what a long life these bearings had 
when properly constructed. Stanley had said that the American company 
were in fact ready to supply the bearings themselves but equally as a 
mattcr of fact they never did so. What huppened was this; Stanley 
having persuaded ns here of the great merit of the metal, and its 
application to metal bearinzs, instructed certain manufacturers in Cardiff 
to prodace these metal and then those metal bearings were sold 
by him or his firm for their own profit, not accounting in any way 
© the American company. The so far as there was & 
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business and so far as there was a goodwill in it was the 
business, not of the American but of Stanley and the firm. 
No business had ever been done here wa, “Thaneieen teak’ tan 
epepeeesty Sur Goons 50 Se ean Therefore, th they 

a valuable goodwill in the metal at the date of the assignment, they 
had no will in the metal bearings. The result was that they bad no 
goodwill ‘‘ of a business”’ in the terms of the statute “‘ concerned in the 

or classes of goods” for which the trade-mark was 


company, if the mene still existed, 
it, and it could not be 
=. The ee Se are — 
@ register, respondents must pay the costs.—CounsaL, Warring- 
ton, Q.C., and Sebastian ; Bousfield, Q.C., and Wilkinson. Soricrrons, Sug 
den § Harford ; Indermaur § Brown. 
[Reported by C. C. Henarny, Barrister-at-Law.] 


Re TURNER (Deceased), BARKEH v. IVIMEY. Byme, J. 26th Feb. 


Traustsr—Breacu or Taust—Impropen Investuent—Trvstee Act, 1893, 
s. 9, suB-section 1—Juprc1aL Truster Act, 1896, 8. 3. 


This was an action on the of the beneficiaries, the tenant for life 
and the reversioner, to H. Ivimey, the surviving trustee and 
the personal representative of J. Turner, the deceased trustee of the 
will of Jane M. Strong, who died on the 13th of August, 1876, liable 
for a breach of trust. The facts of the case were as follow: Under the 
said will the testatrix directed her trustees to stand possessed of two 
sums of £450 invested on security, as therein mentioned, upon 
trust for one of the plaintiffs for life, and after her death on trust for 
the other absolutely ; and the testatrix directed that if these two sums 
were not paid off at her decease it should be lawful for her trus 
continue such investments, and in the event of their being paid off to in- 
vest the eaid sums in Government, freehold, or leasehold securities, or on 
securities guaranteed by the Government on the same trusts. The two 
sums of £450 and £450 were paid off by the mortgagor in the months of 
January, 1879, and May, 1880, tively. The first-named sum of £450 
appears to have been then in upon an equitable mortgage dated the 
24th of January, 1879, upon an undivided moiety of and in Dowgas tene- 
ment aud common, situate in the parish of St. yy in the county of 
Cornwall, and an undivided fourth share of and Rock Hill tenement, 
and certain china clay works and two tenements in Mollinis, all in the 
parish of St. Austell, in the same county, the property of Thomas Gill. 
And on the 12th of May, 1880, the sum of £450 was advanced 
to Thomas Gill, and « legal mortgage was ven to secure the whole of the 
sum of £900 upon the w had included in the equitable 
mortgage. The defendant Ivimey was himself interested in certain other 
undivided shares of the wnortgaged property. The mortgage was, in his 
lordship’s opinion, an improper investment, not only in t of value, 
but also as to its nature. Section 8 of the Trustee Act of 1888 was relied 
on by the defendants, so far as the tenant for life was concerned, to bar 
the claim, and this was admitted. The representatives of the deceased 
trustee claimed the benefit of section 9, sub-section 1, of the Trustee Act, 
1893, and further claimed that, under section 3 of the Judicial Trustees 
Act, 1896, they ought to be relieved from personal liability in respect of 
the breach of trust in case the court was of opinion that they 
were personally liable for such breach of trust. 

Byrne, J., held that the surviving trustee was plainly liable. As to the 
representatives of the deceased trustee, they were not entitled to the 
benefit of section 9 of the Trustee Act, 1893, as the would not have 
been a proper investment fora smaller sum than that advanced thereon. As 
to the argument that the court ought to act on section 3 of the Judicial 
Trustees Act, his lordship held as on the evidence it could not be 
shewn that the deceased trustee acted with as much prudence as he 
would in a private matter of his own, his estate ought not to be relieved. 
It would be im ble to lay down any general rules or principles as to the 
construction of this section. The estates of both trustees must be held to 
be jointly and severally liable for the loss occasioned by the breach of 
trust.—Counsgx, Eve, Q.C., and Solomon ; H. Newson ; Hopkinson, Q.C., and 
8. Strickland. Soxtcrrons, Redpath, Holdsworth, ¢ Marshall; H. Ivimey ; 


0. E. Dawson. 
[Reported by J. Anraur Price, Barrister-at-Law. | 





High Court—Queen’s Bench Division. 


MORRIS AND OTHERS (Petitioners) v. BEVES AND OTHERS 
(Respondents). Div. Court. 17th Feb. 


Exementary Epvcation Acts — Exection or Scnoot Boarp — Batior 
Papgrs—Vaiprry or—Vorine By Crosses xsTeap or Ficurzs—Mops 
or Countixe Crosses—Gaznenat Onrpg or Purvy Counci, or Avovust, 
1, 1895. 

Special case stated by Mr. Edwin C. Cooke, of the Election Petitions 
Offise, in the matter of an election petition touching the election of mem- 
bers of ae Doel fee he ae pry li B hoon ant 
Preston, on the Ist \ case 
to the order of Hawking, J., made under sotion $3 sub-section ao the 
Municipal Corporations A . triennial 
a Sete ber, 1208, sheen wens apenas candidates for the fifteen seats. 

officer declared 

three succosefel candidates were the reepandenta in the present case, and tho 
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petition was presented against them, alleging that mistakes had been 
made by the returning officer in the counting of the ballot papers and the 
votes recorded thereon, and that in consequence thereof the result of the 
poll was not accurately declared, and alleging that the three unsuccessful 
candidates (Bartlett, Dodson, and Houghton) had a majority of lawful 
and valid votes. By the order of Hawkins, J., it was ordered that the 
case raised by the petition should be stated as a special case by Mr. Cooke, 
and that all the counted, tendered, and rejected ballot papers should be 
examined before him at the Election Petitions Office, and that the votes 
recorded thereon in favour of the respondents and of the three unsuc- 
cessful candidates should be re-counted, and that he should state the 
result of such recount and examination in a special case, and reserve for 
the consideration of the court such only of the ballot papers as might 
remain at the end of the re-count in dispute between the parties. In his 
report to the court Mr. Cooke set out the number of valid votes for the 
six candidates (the three respondents and the three unsuccessful candi- 
dates}, and he also reported as follows: There were seven ballot papers 
not bearing the official mark, stamp, or perforation, containing fifty votes 
distributed among the parties. to this petition. All these fifty votes he 
disallowed, in accordance with section 2 of the Ballot Act, 1872 (35 & 36 
Vict. c. 33). There were certain ballot papers upon which the voters had 
& cross or crosses; and in these cases a difficulty arose as to the 
numerical value to be attached to such cross or crosses. For convenience 
these ballot pa may be classified as follows: (a) Five ballot papers 
marked with a single cross opposite a name of a single candidate ; (6) two 
ballot pa marked with a single cross opposite the name of each of 
three dates; (c) ten ballot papers marked with a single cross oppo- 
site the name of each of five candidates; (d) eighteen ballot papers 
marked with a single cross opposite the names of two, four, six, seven, 
eight, nine, or ten candidates ; (e) three ballot papers marked with more 
than one cross and for more than one candidate. The returning officer 
counted the above crosses as follows: In class (a), as 15 votes for each 
cross ; in class (4), as 5 votes for each cross; in class (c), as 3 votes for 
each cross; in class (d), as 1 vote for each cross; and in class (e), as 1 vote 
for each cross. In dealing with the above classes Mr. Cooke acted upon 
the principle laid down by Lord Coleridge in Phillips v. Goff (17 Q. B. D., 
at p. 815)—‘*‘ that a voter must be taken to vote up to the full extent of his 
voting power ’’—and he stated that if and in so far as the value of these 
votes was a question of fact for him to decide, he found upon the evidence 
that the voters intended to vote as follows: Class (a), as 15 votes for each 
cross; class (5), as 5 votes for each cross; class (c), as 3 votes for each 
cross; but that in classes (d) and (e), as the crosses did not by any form 
of multiplication give a product of 15—that is, the full voting power—he 
rejected them on the ground of uncertainty. There were also ten ballot 
pers (class (f) ) in dispute. These were delivered in an envelope marked 
‘ Spoilt Ballot Papers.” This envelope contained .ballot papers that had 
been duly cancelled, and also contained the ten ballot papers, class (/), 
which bore no mark of cancellation. Of these ten Mr. Cooke rejected 
one on the ground that it contained an excess of votes. The other nine 
appeared on the face of them to be valid, and upon the evidence before 
him he found as a fact that they were valid aud not spoilt ballot papers ; 
and he added that certain irregularities occurred at the election, as that 
some ballot papers issued to voters were lost. The question now was 
whether the election of the respondents, or any of them, was void. On 
the Ist of August, 1895, the Lords of the Committee of the Privy Council 
on Education, in pursuance of the powers vested in them under the Ele- 
mertary Education Acts, 1870-1893, published a ‘‘ General Order regu- 
lating the triennial election of a School Board in the borough,’’ in which 
it wasordered . . (16) Subject to the provisions of this order, the 
poll shall be conducted in like manner as a poll at a contested municipal 
election is directed by the Ballot Act, 1872, to beconducted . .. . 
provided that, ‘‘ (a) every voter shall be entitled to a number of votes 
equal to the number of members of the School Board to be elected, and 
may give all such votes to one candidate, or may distribute them among 
the candidates as he thinks fit’’ ; ‘‘ (4) the voter may place against the name 
of any candidate for whom he votes the number of votes he gives to such 
candidate in lieu of cross, and the form of directions for the guidance of 
the voter in voting contained in the Ballot Act, 1872, shall be altered 
accordingly.”” For the petitioners it was now contended that, in accord- 
ance with the dictum of Lord Coleridge in Phillips v. Goff, the voter must 
be taken to have intended to vote up to his whole voting power— 
that is, 15 votes—and that one cross opposite the name of one candidate 
only was to be counted as 15 votes, and that the crosses should be counted 
in this manner wherever practicable. For the respondents it was contended 
(inter alia) that in all cases one cross was to be counted as one vote and 
no more. Cur. adv. vult. 


The judgment of the Covrr (Hawxrns and Kennepy, JJ.) was read by 
Hawkins, J., in which it was held, (1) that as to the seven ballot papers 
that did not bear the official mark, stamp, or perforation, they were 
rightly rejected and disallowed in accordance with the 2nd section of the 
Ballot Act, 1872 ; (2) that it was more in accordance with the spirit and 
object of the Ballot Act, and far more reasonable and practical to take the 
crosses made by the voter himself, whether one or more, according to the 
ordinary interpretation, ‘‘ one vote for each cross,’’ than that the value of 
the cross should be variable according to presumptions or inferences as to 
the voter’s intentions ; that the adoption of the principle of counting the 
crosses contended for by the petitioners would lead to uncertainty and 
confusion, and would in many cases be altogether inapplicable, and that 
to avoid this result one uniform principle ought to be laid down and 
adopted—namely, the principle of coun one cross as one vote and no 
more, 80 that if a voter wished to vote by crosses he should mark his ballot 
paper with as many crosses as he wished to give votes to any particular 

; (8) that as to the nine “ spoilt ballot papers’’ that were 





admitted as valid, these ought to have been rejected on the ground that, 
being ballot papers which, to gives the votes any effect, ought to have 
been placed by the voter in the ballot-box, there was nothing to show or 
to raise the presumption that they were ever inside the ballot-box at all. 
Recount of the votes ordered on the principles above laid down, the result 
to be reported to the court.—Counssgi, S. H. Day and Kenrick ; Corrie Grant 
and J. A. Johnston. Soxscrrors, Clarke § Calkin, for G. Cheesman, Brighton ; 
Prince § Co., London and Brighton. 


[Reported by Sir Suzrston Baxen, Bart., Barrister-at-Law.1 





Solicitors’ Cases. 
SOLICITORS ORDERED TO BE STRUCK OFF THE ROLLS. 


1 March—Tuomas Happon Trica (Great Driffield). 
1 March—Samve. Brirrie (Nottingham). 
2 March—Wi.iiams Harper. 








LAW SOCIETIES. 
SHEFFIELD DISTRICT INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 


The following are extracts from the report of the committe>. 

Members.—The number of members is now 160. 

The Finance Act.—This Act, besides making certain concessions with 
regard to. the payment and redemption of the Land Tax, amends certain 
provisions of the Finance Act, 1894, as to death duties, which were found to 
work somewhat unjustly. By section 16, estate duty on the cesser of an 
annuity, may now, at the option of the person delivering the account, be 
paid by four annual instalments, the unpaid part of the duty bearing interest 
after twelve months from the death, when the first instalment becomes due. 
Section 17 provides that duty shall not be charged, in respect of the prin- 
cipal value of an estate, on fractions of £100. By section 18, simple interest 
at 3 per cent. per annum (without deduction for income tax) is now payable 
upon all estate duty in arrear. Section 19 alters the law as laid dowa by 
Mr. Justice North in Re Webber, Gribble v. Webber (65 L. J. Ch. 544; L. R. 
1 Ch., 1896, 914); and provides that the settlement estate duty leviable in 
respect of personal property settled by the will of a deceased person shall 
(unless the will expressly directs to the contrary) be payable out of the 
settled property, and not out of the general residuary estate ; but this, prob- 
ably, only applies to will of persons dying after the Ist of July, 1896, so 
that Re Webber may still govern in cases where the testator died between 
the 2ad of August, 1894, and the 30th of June, 1896, inclusive, and cause 
such duty in those cases to be payable out of the general residuary estate. 
Section 21, rectifying a great injustice, allows, in certain cases, the deduc- 
tion from the estate duty of succession duties, paid before the commencement 
of the Act on real estate on which the estate duty subsequently becomes 

ayable. 

4 Judicial Trustecs’ Act.—By this Act application may be made to the High 
Court, by or on behalf of the person creating, or intending to create, a trust, 
or by or on behalf of a trustee or beneficiary, to appoint a person (in the 
Act called a judicial trustee) to be a trustee of that trust, either jointly 
with any other person or as a sole trustee, and if sufficient cause is shewn, 
in place of all or any of the existing trustees. Itis provided that the adminis- 
tration of the property of a deceased person, whether a testator or intestate, 
shall be a trust, and the executor or administrator a trustee. within the 
meaning of the Act.- Any fit or proper person nominated in the application, 
or an cflicial of the Court, may be appointed a judicial trustee. By section 
3, the Court can relieve a trustee, either wholly or partly, from personal 
liability for a breach of trust, whenever committed, if satisfied that he has 
acted honestly and reasonably, and ought fairly to be excused for the breach 
of trust, and for omitting to obtain the directions of the Court with 
regard to the matter in which he committed the breach. ‘This last 
clause came into operation on the 14th of August last. The rest 
of the Act dues not come into cperation till the Ist of May, 1897. The 
whole Act only contains six sections, and all the detailed regulations as 
to judicial trustees have to be made by the Lord Chancellor, by means of 
rules, which have not yet been issued. The efficient working of this Act 
must largely depend upon solicitors, and it will be their duty, in cases where 
a judicial trustee is constituted, to do, if possible, what they can to facilitate 
the working ot the Act; but time will show whether the Act was called for 
by any really felt want. , 

Land Transfer Biil.—Mr. Wolstenholme’s Bill to simplify the title to and 
transfer of land, prepared at the direction of the Incorporated Law Society, 
was, as indicated 1n the last year’s report (see pp. 15-17), sent to the Lord 
Chancellor (Lord Halsbury) for his consideration ; but he is not known to 
have expressed an opinion upon it. However, no Bili dealing with the 
question of land transfer was introduced by the Government during the last 
Session, though the subject is slightly touched upon in the Queen’s Speech, 
at the opening of the present Session of Parliament. The Government have 
recently gone to the expense of collecting and printing the details of a 
foreign system of land transfer, and it may be inferred they intend to 
introduce # Bill dealing with the subject. The Incorporated Law Society 
may be relied on to be ready to act strenuously in the matter when the 
occas on arises, but they will need the support of every member of the 
profession. 


Payment of Estate Duty on Inland Revenue Afidavits.—A circular has heen ~ 
issued by the Inland Revenue Authorities, dated the 26th of March, 1896, 


addressed to provincial solicitors, stating that all original estate duty 


affidavits (other than those bearing 30s. or 60s. adhesive stamps) should be 
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transmitted, with the duty, either direct to Somerset House, or to any 
collector of Inland Revenue in the provinces. As members of the profession 
in Sheffield did not seem to be taking advantage of the facilities now afforded 
of paying estate duty through the Inland Revenue Office at Sheffield, it was 
resolved by the committee to urge our members to do so. 

County Court Fees —Your committee have had before them the question of 
the fees now charged in the County Court, and they resolved that, in their 
opinion, such fees were excessive, and required considerable reduction. A 
copy of th s resolution was forwarded to the Members of Parliament of the 
City, and to Sir F, T. Mappin, with a request that they would support any 
ee which might be brought forward for the purpose of getting the fees 
reduced, 

Certificate Duty.—The Chancellor of the Exchequer (Sir M. Hicks-Beach) 
approved of the Incorporated Law Society receiving a portion (7s. 6d. in 
respect of London solicitors, and 5s. for country ones) of the Annual 
Solicitors’ Certificate Duty, and, in committee on the Finance Bill of 1896, 
moved the insertion of a clause to give effect to this. Sir Wm. Vernon 
Harcourt, however, suggested that sufficient time had not been allowed for 
its consideration, and the Chancellor of the Exchequer therefore withdrew 
the clause, promising it should be re-considered in 1897. The Incorporated 
Law Society think it is desirable that the position of affairs should be brought 
to the notice of all Members of Puriiament. It may not be generally known 
that the Annual Certificate Duty was first imposed in 1785, to make up an 
expected defiviency in the Shop Tax. The latter impost has been loay since 
repealed, but the tax in aid of it still continues. 

Secretaryship.—Those members of the society who have served on the 
committee will share with the present members of it the feeling that the 
measure of success which the society has attained is largely due to the 
devotion, ability, and zeal of Mr. Herbert Bramley, who has throughout its 
existence been the Honorary Secretary, and indefatigable in his exertions to 
promote and extend its influence and usefulness, ‘he committee feel that 
the time will be opportune for recognising his valuable services in asking 
him to hold the office of President during the forthcoming year of the visit 
of the Parent Society to Sheffield, and a proposal to this effect will be sub- 
mitted to the meeting, as will, also, one to pay him the compliment of 
appointing him a life member of the society. A temporary arrangement 
might, under other circumstances, have probably been made as regards the 
secretaryship during his year of office as president, but Mr. Bramley has 
found his duties as Town Clerk so exacting that he has expressed to the 
committee his desire to retire permanently from the secretaryship, the 
duties of which the committee feel can never be more efficiently performed 
than has been the case in the past. He has the assurance of the committee, 
and will undoubtedly have that of the general body of the members, that his 
valuable services have been recognised and appreciated, and that the hope on 
their part is entertained, that in other positions he may long be able to 
render good service to the society, with which he has been so closely con- 
nected, and whose interests he has had much at heart. The question of a 
successor has received the careful consideration of the committee, who will 
recommend the appointment of Mr, Edward Bramley, who has already ac- 
quired considerable experience of the duties of the office, and who, it has been 
ascertained, will be willing to accept the office, if appointed to it at the 
annual meeting. 





BIRMINGHAM LAW SOCIETY. 


The following are extracts from the report of the committee :— 

Members.—Since the last annual meeting 18 new members have been 
elected, 5 have resigned or otherwise ceased membership, and 4 have 
died ; the number at present on the register is 323. These figures are, as 
a matter of convenience, made up to the date of this report. Twenty 
—* have during the year subscribed for the privilege of using the 

rary. 

Law Classes.—These classes have, thanks to the ability with which Mr. 
Pearson has conducted them, been carried on during the past year with 
marked success. That their value is fully appreciated by those for whose 
benefit they are intended, and that they are growing in popularity, is 
shewn by the fact that the high average of attendance in the Junior class 
has been well maintained, while the numbers in the Senior class have 
increased beyond those of any former year. Twenty-two students joined 
this class last term, and when it is borne in mind that a difficulty has 
always been experienced in inducing articled clerks to continue their 
attendance after they have passed their Intermediate Examination and 
before going for the last year of their articles to London, the significance 
of the above numbers is self-evident. Mr. Pearson attributes this most 
satisfactory feature in connection with the classes chiefly to the fact that 
the attendance at the lectures has, in the case of the majority of articled 
clerks, become much more a matter of office routine than formerly; but 
it is only fair to him to bear in mind that much is due to the fact that 
the classes have been found to be of practical use to the students. Mr. 
Pearson is perticularly anxious that it should be widely known and 
realized that the standard of attainment for the Intermediate Examination 
is being steadily raised, and that it therefore behoves articled clerks to 
commence their studies betimes and to make the most of the period that 
precedes the Intermediate Examination. The attention of principals is 
also drawn to the matter. 

Provincial Meeting of the Incorporated Law Society, U.K., 1896.—The local 
fund subscribed to defray the expenses of the meeting amounted to 
£850 11s. 6d., which sum was contributed by 193 Birmingham solicitors, 
and forty-two solicitors residing in the neighbourhood of the city. The 
total cost was £754 16s. 4d., leaving a balance of £95 15s. 2d. in the 
hands of the treasurer, which has been returned to the donors of the fund. 

meeting, which was, your committee believe, the largest on record, 
was characterised by much heartiness and enthusiasm, and was in every 





way most successful. In connection with the above , and having 
regard to the eight years’ valuable service which Mr. has given to 
the society as its hon. , it occurred to many members of the 
committee and others that it would be suitable and agreeable to give him , 


some tangible »cknowledgment of the hearty appreciation of the way he 
has filled the office. Mr. Russell particularly desired that there should 
not be a general appeal made for any such purpose, but the committee and 

a few members of the society have, nevertheless, joined together and con- 
tributed about £28, which is being d, at Mr. Russell’s request, in , 
the purchase of a chiming hall-clock. It is hoped that the may bo 
accepted as coming from the committee,on behalf of the profession, and 
that it may long remind Mr. Russell of kindly relationship with the 
solicitors of Birmingham and the surrounding district. 

Trustee Investments.—Y our committee have lately had under considera- 
tion the question of the extension of the ordinary powers of investment 
by law given to trustees, an extension which the us fall in the rate of 
interest that has taken place in recent — has rendered most desirable, 
alike in the interest of trustees and of beneficiaries, in cases where the 
instrument of trust was not of modern creation, or where, either from 
accident or oversight, the powers of investment are not sufficiently wide. 
They have accordingly submitted certain suggestions on the subject to 
the Lord Chancellor, he having this particular question under bis im- 
mediate consideration ; should these suggestions be adopted, the gas and 
water annuities of the Birmingham Corporation will become, as they 
certainly should do, recognised trustee securities. 


CHESTER AND NORTH WALES INCORPORATED LAW 
SOCIE 





The sixteenth annual meeting of this society was held at the Town 
Hall, Chester, on Friday, the 19th of February, 1897, Mr. H. J. Birch 
(Chester), president, in the chair. The prize for articled clerks, founded 
by Mr. John Allington Hughes when president of the society in 1891-2, 
was presented by the president to Mr. Cecil Plumbe Smith, who served 
his articles with Messrs. Walker, Smith, & Way, of Chester, and who 
was placed in the second class at the Honours examination held in June, 
1896. The report of the committee and the treasurer’s accounts for the 
past year were received and adopted. The following officers of the society 
were unanimously elected for the ensuing year : Mr. H. J. Birch, of Chester, 
re-elected president; Mr. R. 8S. Chamberlain, of Llandudno, elected 
vice-president ; Mr. F. E. Roberte, of Chester, re-elected hon. tressurer ; 
and Mr. R. Farmer, of Chester, re-elected hon. secretary. The following 

ntlemen are the committee for the year: Messrs. H. T. Brown, F. B. 

nm, W. D. Jolliffe and E. 8. Giles, all of Chester; F. Cooke, of 
Crewe ; Ll. Hughes-Jones, and Thos. Bury, of Wrexham ; P. Hignett, of 
Colwyn Bay ; and James Porter, of Conway. Messrs. F. W. Sharpe and 
C. P. Douglas, both of Chester, were re-elected auditors. The annual 
dinner was held at the Queen Hotel, Chester, after the meeting. 


UNITED LAW SOCIETY. 


March ist.—Mr. C. W. Williams in the chair. Mr, W. J. Boycott 
opened a debate on the motien “ That Greece should be allowed to deal 
with Crete without interference from the Powers.” Mr. J. R. Yates 
oppored, and the debate was continued by Dr. ©. Herbert Smith and 
Messrs. A. M. Begg, A. H. Richardson, 0. Kains-ackson, and W. F. 
Symonds. Mr. cs eps then replied, and on the motion being put to the 
vote it was carried by a majority of two votes. 








LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL. 
THE INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 
Honours ExamInation. 

January, 1897. 

At the Examination for Honours of candidates for admission on the roll 
of solicitors of the Supreme Court, the examination committee recom~- 
mended the following as being entitled to honorary distinction : — 

First Cxass. 


{In Order of Merit.) 

Hersert Atrrep Leanoyp, M.As, LL.B., who served his clerkship with 
Mr. Frank Herbert James, of the firm of Messrs. Learoyd, James, & 
Mellor, of London. . 

Seconp Crass. 
{In Alphabetical Order.] 

William Edward Farr, who served his clerkship with Mr. Walter 
Foster, of the firm of Mesers. Walter & E. H. Foster, of Leeds; and 
Messrs. Harman, Ward, & Collier, of London. 

Lessel Palmer Stephen, B.A., who served his clerkship with Mr. 
Walter Henry Bosanquet, of the firm of Messrs. Mullens & Bosanquet, of 
London 


Clarence Goullee Syrett, who served his clerkship with Mr. Alfred 
Syrett, of London. 

Edward Percy Williams, who served his clerkship with Mr. Charles 
Dixon Kimber, of the firm of Messrs. Henry D. Kimber & Oo., of London. 


Tump Case. 
{In Alphabetical Order.) 
Fvan Barlow, who served his with Mr. William Harding, of 
Leicester ; and Mr. Percival George : 
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Robert Dymond, who served his clerkship with Mr. William Joseph 
Dewes Andrew, of the firm of Messrs. Andrew, Wood, & Co., of London. 

Alfred Saunders Gunn, who served his clerkship with Mr. Arthur 
James Fitz Hugh, of Brighton. 

Ulric Hopton, who served his clerkship with Messrs. Watson, Son, & 
Smith, of Bradford ; and Messrs. Burn & Berridge, of London. 

Leonard Alfred Lauraine North, who served his clerkship with Mr. 
George Ernest Rigden, of the firm of Messrs. Beaumont, Son, & Rigden, 
of London. 

George Henry Hudson Pile, B.A., who served his clerkship with Mr. 
Edwin Williams, of the firm of Messrs. Gush, Phillips, Walters, & 
Williams, of London. 

John Manning Prentice, B.A., who served his clerkship with Mr. George 
pace Joseph, of the firm of Messrs. Tamplin, Taylor, & Joseph, of 

jon. 

Walter Pullan, who served his clerkship with Mr. Herbert Thornton 
Pullan, of Leeds; and Messrs. Corbin & Greener, of London. 

William Alexander Robertson, B.A., who served his clerkship with Mr. 
Frank George Monkland, of London. 

Arthur Peel Williamson, who served his clerkship with Mr. William 
Baildon Craven, of Leeds; and Messrs. Chester, Mayhew, Broome, & 
Griffithes, of London. 

John Crewe Wood, who served his clerkship with Messrs. 8S. G. & G. F. 
Saul, of Carlisle; and Messrs. Harrison & Powell, of London. 


The Council of the Incorporated Law Society have accordingly given 
Class certificates and awarded the following prizes of books :— 

To Mr. Learoyd—Prize of the Hencunble Society of Clement’s-inn, 
value about £10; and the Daniel Reardon Prize, value about 20 guineas. 

To Mr. Kobertson—*‘ The John Mackrell Prize,’’ value about £12. 


The Council have given class certificates to the candidates in the second 
and third classes. 
Ninety-seven candidates gave notice for the examination. 





Prewtminary Examination, 


The following candidates (whose names are in alphabetical order) were 
successful at the Preliminary Examination held on the 3rd and 4th of 
February, 1897. 


sas Edward Langdale Langdon, William Herbert 


croft, Peter Lee, James Edmund 
Asquith, Thomas Herbert Loveday, Henry Dodington 
Austin, Roger Lorimer McGrath, Joseph Charles 
Baddeley, Sydney Mannock, Thomas Pym 
Bird, Ernest William Marshall, Reginald Heury 


Bishop, Hugh Siddons 
Bowen, Hugh Storer 


Mathew, Vincent Arthur 
May, Frank 


——— Blagden opened in the negative. The following members also 
spoke: Messrs. W. H. Jones, D. Nimmo, G. H. Daniell, J. D. A. 
Johnson, A. E. Clarke, C. H. Head, H. Hamilton Fox, L. W. Bangley, 
G. R. Reid. The motion was lost by 4 votes. 


Leeps Law Strupents’ Socrery.—This society held a joint debate with 
the Liverpool Law Students’ Association in the Law Institute, Leeds, on 
Monday, the 15th of February. Mr. C. F. Palmer, barrister-at-law, took 
the chair. The subject for debate was, ‘* That it is desirable that prisoners 
should be allowed in all criminal cases to be examined as witnesses in 
their own defence.”’ The delegates from Liverpool supported the affirma- 
tive, and the official delegates of the Leeds society spoke for the negative. 
After an interesting debate the chairman summed up very fully, and on a 
vote being taken it appeared that the numbers were equal on either side. 
The chairman gave his casting vote in favour of the negative. After the 
debate a dinner was held at the Queen’s Hotel, with Mr. Palmer in the 
chair, and a very pleasant evening was spent. 








‘LEGAL NEWS. 


APPOINTMENTS. 





Mr. A.rrep Bri1s0n, solicitor, who has been elected Member of Parlia- 
ment for Halifax, is a partner in the firm of Messrs. Oliver Jones, Bill- 
son, & Co., solicitors, of Cook-street, Liverpool. He isa justice of the 
peace for Liverpool, and was formerly hon. secretary of the Liverpool 
Liberal Association. 

Mr. Epwaxp Wrncrre.p, barrister, has been appointed Permanent 
Under-Secretary of State in the Colonial Department. in succession to 
ot a Henry Meade, who is about to retire on the ground of ill- 

th. 





GENERAL. 


The Inns of Court Orchestral Society gave a successful concert in the 
hall of the Middle Temple on Monday evening last. 

The Brussels correspondent of the Times says that the official journal of 
Holland publishes a Royal decree instituting a permanent commission of 
the State charged with the preparation of the codification of international 
aaa law, inaugurated by the Convention of the Hague of the 14th of 

ovember, 1886. 

It is stated that a suggestion is under the consideration of the benchers 
of the four Inns of Court for the celebration of the sixtieth year of her 
Majesty’s reign by the presentation at each of the Inns of Court of a 
‘* Maske,”’ similar to that produced at Gray’s-inn in 1887 and at the 





Butler, Henry Beauchamp 
Cann, William Gayleard 


Mellows, Frank William 
Mercer, Henry Philip 


Carr, Alban Mills, Norman Petrie 
Castle, Trevor Moore, John Ernest Davison 
Chadwick, John Nash, Brereton Charles Dalton } 
Chowne, Charles Tilson Nickinson, Jesse Allan 
Coleman, Arthur Mainwaring Pate, Sydney Firth 
Collings, Ferdinand Marcus Patrick, John 
Cowen, George Victor Patteson, Frank 
Cowdell, Alfred Henry Reginald Pearson, George Colvin 
Cross, James Hunsdon Percival, William H. 
Daniel, Walter John Rawlins, Hugh Penrose Cardozo 
vies, Leicester Ritchie, John Basil 
Dawes, Edwin Plomley Rivaz, Ernest Percy 
Garrett, Henry Grimshawe Russell, Alfred 
Gateley, Ernest Alfred Salter, Frederick Stanley 
Gilfoy, William Smith Hugh Perinet 


Gordon, Malcolm Bruce 
Green, Robert Wallington Hale 


Spens, Archibald Hope 
Swallow, Francis Henry 


Hannam-Clarke, Frederick Taylor, Edward Stewardson 
Harrison, ty Stanley Temple, Anthony 
Hart, William John Vaughan, Oharles Stuart 
Henderson-Cleland, Walter Walker, Edward 
Hodgson, Joseph Ward, Arthur Harold 
Jackson, Bernard Cecil Wasbrough, Charles Henry Sidney 
pag " wan ee 

ones, Reginald Thomas Pryce White, Herbert Reginald Leake 
Jones, Thomas ¥ Wigston, William Bernard 
Jones-Williams, George Francis | Wilkinson, Alfred Hughes 
Keith, Gerald Williams, Frederick John 
Knight, Athro Charles 





LAW STUDENTS’ SOCIETIES. 


“Law Srvpents’ Denatina Socrery.—Feb. 23.—Chairman, Mr. Arthur 
E. Clarke.—The subject for debate was, “‘That the case of Cocks v. 
(1896, 2 Ch. 763) was wrongly decided.” Mr. Neville Tebbutt 
Sy in the affirmative ; Mr. H. L. Addison seconded in the affirmative. 
. Staplee Firth opened in the negative ; Mr. J. B. Eastley seconded in 
the negative. The following members also spoke: Messrs. McOurdy, 
Morton Baker, A. Dickson, F. Arnold, B. C. Mitter, and Horace Miller. 
The motion was lost by five votes. 


March 2nd.—Mr. J. S. Wilkinson in the chair.—The subject for debate 
was: ‘*That in view of recent events it is desirable that this country 
should take the first suitable opportunity of withdrawing from the Concert 
of Europe.” Mr. C. Herbert Smith opened in the affirmative. Mr. 





Inner Temple in 1891. 

The Law Courts branch of the Solicitor’s Department of the Treasury 
has taken possession of the new offices which have been provided for 
the purpose in the Royal Courts of Justice. The offices consist of five 
rooms, and they are situate on the third floor of the central block of 
buildings. 

It was announced, says the Zimes, in Saturday’s Cause List that an 
action taken from Court VII. list would be heard before Mr. Justice 
Hawkins at half-past ten. The learned judge had not, however, arrived 
by five minutes to eleven, up to which time counsel (who were waiting tomove 
for judgment), solicitors, the officials of the court, the reporters, and the 
public waited in uncertainty as to whether the ju would sit after all. 
At that hour, however, it was announced that the learned judge was not 
coming. 

From a Parliamentary paper just issued it appears that the total 
amounts of the mal property assessed in 1895-6 under the following 
heads were :— Esta’ uty, #£183,262,000; settlement estate duty, 
£11,007,000; probate and inventory duty, £5,343,000; account duty, 
£913,000; temporary estate duty, £1,704,000; legacy duty (gross) 
£64,690,000 ; and succession duty (approximate gross), £6,806.000. The 
total amounts of real property were: Estate duty, £29,971,000; 
settlement estate duty, £1,469,000; temporary estate duty, £14,584,000; 
and succeesion duty (approximate), £27,224,000. 


The right of counsel to shed tears before a jury was, says the American 
Cases and Comment, recently decided by the Supreme Court of Tennessee in 
the case of Ferguson v. Moon, which was a case for breach of promise and 
seduction. The court, through Ju Wilkes, said: ‘‘ It is next 
assigned as error that counsel for plaintiff in his closing argument, in the 
midst of a very eloquent and impassioned a) to the jury, shed tears 
and thus unduly excited the passions i sens of the jury in 
favour of the plaintiff, and greatly prej them against defendant. 
Bearing upon this ent of error we have been referred to no direct 
authority and after diligent search we have been able tofind none. No cast- 
iron rule should be laid down. To do so would result that in many cases 
clients would be deprived of the pri of being heard at all by counsel. 
Tears have always been considered timate arguments before the j 
and we know of no power or jurisdiction in the trial judge to 
them, In this case the trial judge was not asked to check the tears, 
and it was, we think, a very proper occasion for their use, and we cannot 
reverse for this reason.’’ 

In the House of Commons on the 26th ult., Mr. Pickersgill asked the 
Secretary of State for the Home Department, with regard to the fact that, 
on the conviction at Lewes assizes of a woman named Manning on & 

of o money by false any @ communication was 
received from the Home Office asking the court 


should be informed — 
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of a large number of warrants relating to other charges in different parts 
of the country which were out against the prisoner, so that they might 
be taken into consideration by the judge in aggravation of sentence, 
would he explain what steps he proposed to take in order to obtain the 
withdrawal of these warrants, or to prevent the execution of them when 


the woman comes out of prison, so t 


for the same offences. Sir M. W. Ridley said: The object of the com- 
munication, which was sent out in pursuance of a policy that is not a new 
one, and has been well considered, and was recently 
Majesty’s judges, was in the interests of the prisoner, that, as far as 
possible, the various offences of the same kind committed by her might 
be taken into account at one time and her 
prison gates might be avoided. Having 
passing sentence, took into consideration the fact that there were these 
other offences, I have informed the police authorities concerned that such 
have no power, of course, to prevent the execution of 
the warrants for the other offences, but I have generally found that the 


was the case. I 


steps which have been taken in the 


purpose of preventing repeated prosecutions for what is practically the 


same offence. 


t she may not be twice punished 
th her 
repeated re-arrest at the 


since learned that the court, in 


present case are effectual for the 





WaknInG TO INTENDING Hovst Purcasgns anp Lessges.-—Before pur- 
chasing or renting a house, have the Sanitary Arr 
Exemined, Tested, and Reported Upon by an Expert 
Bros., 65, Victoria-street, Westminster. 
particulars. (Established 21 years.)—[Apvr.] 


COURT PAPERS. 
SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE. 


Rota or Reoistnars 1x ATTENDANCE ON 


Date. 


Monday, March............-+. 8 Mc. Lavie 
Tuesday ......... Pugh 
Lavie 
Pugh 
Lavie 
Pugh 
Mr. Justice 
KEKEWICH. 
Mr. Rolt 


Appgat Coust 
No. 2. 









Godfrey 


HILARY SITTINGS, 1897. 


COURT OF APPEAL. 
Aprzat Covert I. 


Final and interiocutory appeals from the 
Queen’s Bench Division, the Probate, 
Divoree, and Admiralty Division (Ad- 
miralty), and the Queen’s Bench Division 
Sitting in Bankruptcy. 


App motns ex oe 4 
mots — apps from o 
made on interlocutory mots 
& new trial pa if required 


Mon., Mar. 8 


Tuesday...... 9 ) 
Wednesday 10 ; New trial paper 
Thursday ...11 j 


Friday 12} Bkey apps and new trial 
seanas . 


pe 
Saturday ...13...New trial paper 
App motns ex pte—orgl 
mots — apps from ords 
Monday..,...15 ( made on interlocutory mots 
and Q B final apps if re- 


q 
Tuesday .....16 ) 
Wednesday 17 ; Q B final apps 
Thursday ...18 
Friday....... 19 4 apps and Q B final 


Saturday ...20...Q B final apps 
(App motns ex pte—orgl 
mots — apps from ords 

Monday......22 { made on interlocutory mots 
and new trial paper if re- 
quired 

Tuesday...... 23 ) 

Wednesday 24 ; New trial paper 

Friday ...... 26 § Bkey apps and new trial 


( paper 

Saturday ...27.. Now trial paper 
App motns ex pte—orgl 
mots — apps from ords 

Monday..,...29 { made on interlocutory mots 
and Q B final appeals if 
required 

Tuesday ...30) 

Wednesday 31 Q B final apps 

Thur., April 1 

Friday 2 | Bkey apps and Q B final 


Saturday ... 3.. GB final apps 
App motns ex pte—orgl 
ia — apps from ords 
5 


made on interlocutory mots 
and new trial i 
required 


paper if 





ments thoroughly 
m Messrs. Carter 
Fee quoted on receipt of full 


Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
Nogra. Sriauina. 
Mr. Ward Mr. Carrington 
Pemberton Jackson 
Ward i 
Pemberton Jackson 

Ward Carrington 
Pemberton Jackson 
Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
Romen. Bygyg. 
Mr. Beal Mr. Farmer 
Leach i 
Beal Farmer 
Leach King 
Beal Farmer 
Leach 


Wolnevds vib trial paper 
y 7) New tri 
Thursday ... 8 


Saturday ...10 . New trial paper 
pp motns ex pte -orgl 
mots — apps from o: 
Monday..... 12 ( made on interlocutory mots 
final appeals if 


Appeau Covrr IL. 

Final and interlocutory appeals from the 
Chancery, and Probate, Divorce, and 
Admiralty Divisions (Probate and Di- 
vorce), and the County Palatine and 
Stannaries Courts. 

Mon., Mar, 8} 

Tuesday ..... g j Chan final apps 

App motns ex pte—orgl 
Wednesday 1 i oo ~~ ( 
esday 10 ¢ on im mots (sep 
list), and Chan final apps 
if required 

Thursday ...11 

r 2 
urday ...13 ) Chan final apps 
Monday .....15 
Tuesday 16 / A 1 
" motns ex p 
pa» Ml a 

Wednesday 17 { on intosltoutory mots ( 
list) and Chan final apps 
required 


18 

eel 

..-20 ) Chan final apps 
22 
23 


A motns ex 
ae = from Po inn 
on i ocutory mots (se 


list) and Chan tinal apps 
required 


Chan final apps 


Wednesday 31 ¢ on 
list 


' App motns La es 
/ App « 
i 
Wks rcv: 7(on interkeouto mots (op 
list) and Chan Anal appe 
required 
Thursday ... 8) 
Satan youd © SChan final 
ti y ...10> apps 
Monday ....12| 
Tuesday...... 1 jolie 
m ex 
mn <2 
Wee in. -00s.0 14( on interlocu mots ( 
list) and Chan apps 
required 


HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE. 
CHANCERY DIVISION. 
Cuancery Covrt I. 
Mr. Justice CHITTY. 
Mon., Mar. 8...Sitting in chambers 


Tuesday ..... 9) 

re 10 ; Non wit list 

Thursday ...11 

Friday ......12...Mots and non wit list 
Pets, sht caus, opposed pets, 

Saturday ...134 proced sums, and non 





Monday ...... 15...Sitting in chambers 





Tuesday ...16 ; 
__ 17 } Non wit list 
Thursday ...18 
Friday ...... 19...Mots and non wit list 
Pets, sht procedure 
Saturday 20 sums, pets, and 
non wit list 
Monday...... .. Sitting in chambers 
Tuesday ....23 
Wed. .........24 j Non wit list 
Thursday ...25 
Friday ...... 26 ..Mots and non wit list 
Pets, sht caus, opposed 
Saturday ...27 {pete procedure sums, and 
non wit list 
Monday......29...Sitting in chambers 
Tuesday ...30 ee 
Wednesday 31 Non wit list 
Friday 2... Mots and it list 
i oneens ue and non wi 
of Pets, sht caus, procedure 
Saturday ... 3} sums, op pets, and 
non wit, 
Monday .... 5...8itting in chambers 
Tuesday ... 6 en ' 
~ 7 > Non wit list 
Thursday ... 8 eee 
Friday ...... 9 ..Mots and non wit list 
Pets, sht caus, opposed pets, 
Saturday ...10} proced sums, and non 
pa 
Monday...... 12...8itting in 
Tuesday......13 } ing mots and non 
Wed. .........14 } wit list 


Cuancery Covar II. 
Me. Justice NORTH. 
Mon., Mar. 8...Sitting in chambers 





Tuesday ..... 9 
Wed. ... 40 | oneral paper 
Thursday ...11 


Saturday ...13 | Sot cane Dem far cons, & 
Monday......15...8itting in chambers 


Saturday ...27 be pa pets, fur cons, & 
29... Sitting in chambers 


Gein 2...Mots and adj sums 
Saturday ... ye fhe fur cous, & 


Monday...... 5...8itting in chambers 
Wednesd 77 General 
ay 7 
Eat mt rr 
iday ...... 9...Mots and adj sums 


Saturday ...10} S0t sous Be fur cons & 
Monday ......12...8itting in chambers 
Tuesday 13...General 


Lorp Caaxcettor’s Court. 
Mar. Justice STIRLING. 
Mon., Mar. 8...Sitting in chambers 


Friday vas. 12,..Mots, adj, sums andgen ps 
Saturday ...13 } Sht caus, pets, adj sums, & 


adj sums, 





THE PROPERTY MART. 
RESULT OF SALE. 


Sate or Reversions 
Messrs. H. E. Fosrzr & Crayxrisin’s 
cuenta? last, was = f successful, every 
e following were ¢ prices obtained : 
LUTE REVERSIONS: 


axp Lars Powis. 
Sale No. 590, at the Mart, E.C., on 
purchasers. 


Periodical 
Lot of the fifteen offered finding 


ABSO 
To one-fourth of £7,186 Railway Stocks . Bold £950 
To one-fourth of £5,901 Btock... me eco wai ae 940 
To £1,294 Os. 3d. £2 15s. per Cent. Consolidated Stock... pee 685 
To about £1,105 Railway and Brewery Stocks, &c. ... a a a 650 
To Metropolitan Stock and Comsola 5 0 ae os oo «mo» aoe 
LIFE INT 8 Fi 
In about £101 12s, 3d. per annum » 1,075 
= et perannum... o oso ons oo an 740 
LIFE PO ; 
For £1,000, with profits, in the Law Union and Crown; lifeé8... 525 
For £500, with its, in same Office, on same life ., Po io @ 235 
For £1,500, with profits, in the Hand-in-Hand ; life 83 *.. - « ae 
For £1,000, with profits, in same Office, on same life si 800 
For £5,000, with profits, in the Scottish ws’ Fund ; life 45. » 2,400 
For £2,000, with profits, in the Provident ; life 7 ae 9 be 


> ae a 
For £2,000, in the North British and Mercantile; life63... =. 
For £1,000, with profits, in the United Kingdom ‘Temperance 


; life 62 san pai 
The total of the Sule being £14,545. 


ot we | 








WINDING U 


P NOTICES. 


London Gasette.—Faipay, Feb. 26. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES, 


m™ 
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. Notice 
o’clock in the afternocn of Mi 9 





Sux Diamoxp Mixes, Liauwtep— 
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on March 10. 
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must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of 


ee pes pr Co, Liurrrp—Creditors are required, on or before March 14, to send | 
their names and ee 8 and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Charles Edwin 

Dovey, 31, Queen st, Cardi 
Great Bovtper Easr ee Goup Mixes, Luoaren—Creditors are required, on or 
before 31, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts 


or claims, to Robert Warner, 300, Winchester house 


Hanrexpex Freenoup Esrares Co, Liurrep—Creditors are required, on or before March 


14, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts and claims, 
to William Briggs, 9, New sq, Lincoln’s inn 

Mrronevi Avstravasian Sywpicare, Limrrep—Creditors are required, on or before 

pril 9, to send their names and , and the a of their debts or claims, 

to John Gordon Langton, 6a, Austin friars. Ingle & Co, 20, Threadnoedle st, solors 
for liquidator 

Trvotr Patace, Limrrep—Creditors are required, on or before April 15, to send their 
names and ad and the iculars of their debts or claims, to Mr. Theodore Van 
Putten, Hanway place. 

FRIENDLY SOCIETIES DISSOLVED. 
Femare Society, Market st, Bradford, York Feb 17 
Kiaxueatox New Faiexviy Society, Beaumont Arms, Kirkheaton, York Feb 24 


London Gazette—Turspay, March 2 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Loarep mx CHANCERY. 
Araicax Gotp Concessions AnD Devetorpment Co, Limirep—Creditors are required, on 
or before April 15, to send their names and ad , and the particulars of their debts 
or claims, to Mr Benjamin Newstead, 3, Ch passage, Guildhall. Clayton & Co, 
Lancaster pl, Strand, ee to the liquidator 
AUSTRALASIAN TRRRITORIRS, Liurrrep—Creditors are required, on or before April 10, to 
send names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to George | 
Harrower, College Hill chbrs, 23, College hill 
Bremuxars Gop Co, Liurrep—Creditors are required, on or before Monday, April 12, to 
send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Charles 
Harrison Smith, 6a, Austin friars 
Drvowta Surrrm Co, Liurrep (in Liquidation)—Creditors are required, on or before 
Saturday, April 10, to send in their names and addresses, and particulars of their debts 
or claims, to James Henry Goodyear, 31, James st, Liverpool 
Newmarket Breweries ano Waite Hart Horen Se tan Limurrep—By an order made by | 


Byrne, J., dated Feb 15, it was ordered that the volun winding up of the com: 
be continued Myers, 3, South sq, Gray’s inn, liquidato: ators colt solicitor “ = 
Norrsern Wears or Nations, “1M1TED—Creditors are required, op or before April 10, 


to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Mr. 
Alfred Henry Hardy, 5, Angel court. Romer & Haslam, 4, Copthall chbrs, solors to | 


liquidator 

Norta Borwxo Prosrectixe axp Cuntivatiox Syxpicate, Liurrep— Petition for wind- 
ing up, : ted ending Fd eard on 3 3 ae oe Abbo —_ 3, Tong 
acre, solor for petner otice fof appearing must reac! e ve-nam rot ater 
than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of March 8 % 

Nort Wises Minxtxo Proprietary, Lonren—Petn for winding up, presented Feb 25, 
directed to on March 10. Nicholson & Co, 24, Coleman st, solors for petner. 
wiatine of appearing must reach the above-named not later than 6 o'clock in the after- 

, 8. H. Sipe & Co, Limrrep —Creditors are required, on or before April 8, to send their 
— _ oy Ss 3 - —— — z “~e 
Cooper, en’s rs, Deansga‘ nchester. Manchester, 
solors to the liquidator —— ‘ 

FRIENDLY SOCIETIES DISSOLVED. 

AmicaBie Bup or Horr Juvenite Oopretrows Faienpviy Society, King and Miller Inn, 
High st, Chesterfield, Derby. Feb 17 

Eooxomic Friexpiy Beyerit Socrery, George Inn, Tabard st, Southwark. Feb 17 

Fatsnpty Society, Schoolroom, Belton, ingham, Rutland. Feb 24 

> ot 8 Heap Faienpty Socrery, Burton Ope ouse Hotel, Upper Cross, Kington, Hereford. 


Lovat Aycnor or Horr aan, 1.0.0.F., Norrotx axp Norwicu Unity, New Inn, 
We , Norwich. Feb 
Mipsomer Honrow Livzaat , ng Club House, Market pl, Midsomer Norton, Bath, 


Nationat Scuoor Femave Sick axp Burtat Society, National School, Astley, Man- 
chester. Feb 17 

Rose axp Tuistte Nevrrat Loder, G.U.0.0.F, Juventie Sick anp Fonerat Socirty 
Britannia , Oxford rd, Burnley, Lancaster. Feb 17 

Tavs Barrons Bexerit Cu: p, Raven and Sun, Tanner st, Dockhead. Feb 24 








CREDITORS’ NOTICES. 
UNDER ESTATES IN CHANCERY. 
Last Day or Cram. 


London Gazette.—Fripay, Feb. 1 
AsPLex, Witttam Warp, he | Hall, Cambridge, Gent *htarch ® Dennis v Asplen, 


Francis, Cam 
Davie, Wits Hoime, South orwood, Surrey March 15 Davis v Davis, Stirling, J 
ch 8 


bard ct, Gr 





Metass = thy Lee rd, Lee, Retired Major Marchi18 Brabant v Healy, Kekewich, a | 


halless, Royal hill, Greenwich 


Campicn & Simmons, 90 and 91, Queen st, solors to liquidator | 


| UNDER 22 & 23 VICT. CAP. 35. 
Last Day or Cram. 
London Gasette.—Turspar, Feb. 26. 
Avamec, Be es and Bripcetr Arxivsoy, Tranmere, Cheshire March 31 
| Battey, Jesse, Bilston, Stafford, General Dealer March 11 Wassell, Bilston 
Bary, pune, Mauna, St Arnaud, Victoria; Mary Lavoanrox, Salford; Eva Barey, 
Indented Head, Bellarine, Victoria ; Wituram Baier, Rangoon, India ; ALEXAN« 
| DER Witssan Baley, Northcote, Victoria; ALEXANDER Witiian Battery, 
| Indented Head, Bellarine, Victoria ; Anraur Barter, Duke st. St James’s; Louraa 
= Baiey, Avoca, Victoria ci" March 31 Blyth & Co, Gresham House, ola 
Branpoy, —. Berkeleysq AprilS Dawes & Sons, Angel court 


Buacem, Bewsautn, Birches Farm, nr Hanley, Staffs, Farmer March 2% 


ns, 
CAMPBELL, Cox, Bradford March 26 Humphreys & Hirst, Halifax 
Cagr, gd Gloucester st, Belgrave rd March 25 Roopers & Whately, Litcoln’s inn 


fiel 
CHAMBEKLAIN, Ann, Battersea March 30 Whitakers & Woolbert, Lincoln’s inn fields 
| ee Avevusrtvs, Gloucester sq, Hyde Park March 25 Park & Co, Essex 


CLARKE, {~~ North Piddle, Worcester April3 Curtler & Co, Worcester 
| Crank, Saran Awnz, Bristol March 31 Clark, Bristol 
Cocxrang, Ropert, West Hartlepool, Clothier March 9 Fryer, West Hartlepool 
| Commoman, On. Cuanves Sruagt, Pall Mall March 27 Angove & Bromwich, Great Win- 


Cox, WiLt1aM , ae Sutton, Surrey, Surgeon March 26 Spencer & Co, Sutton 

| Davies, > mace ermras Somerset Kevitu, Moor Hall, Salop March 22 Weyman 
| Saver JANE, Charleton . Mackrell, Somerset April 7 Flux & Leadbitter, Leadenhall st 
| Day, Eviza Stave, Hampstead April 5 Coode & Co, Bedford row 


Reinhardt, 


Paidock & 


Earocs, Wiii1am, Westhoughton, Lancs March 31 Hodgkinson, Bolton 
Evans, Abegt Evsus, Kirk Hallam, Derby June 1 Wadeson & Malleson, Devon- 


shire sq 
Forster, Anruony, St Leonard’s on Sea April1 Marshall & Pridham, Theobalds rd 


seem, The Rev Sir = Hewxy, Ayston, Rutland, Bart May 1 Arnold & Henry 
| White, Marlborough st 
| GIMBLETT, Rozzat J AMES, Williton, Somerset March 13 Ponsford & Co, Williton 


Gurney, Eueuia, Bayswater April5 Hawes & Co, Great Winchester st 

Hosiyx, Cyrit Onstow Pere, Bodmin, Cornwall March6 Edyvean, Bodmin 
Ho.wess, Joux, Herne Bay, Kent, Licensed Victualler March 31 Jones, Herne Bay 
Horuam, Avaustus Tuomas, Tunbridge Wells March 24 Stone & Co, Tunbridge Wells 
Hvx.ey, Josern, Birmingham, Grocer March 25 Jaques & Sons, Birmingham 
Jackson, Fiorence, Salford, Lancs March 31 Simpson, Manchester 

Jervis, Marcaret, Eastbourne April6 J & E Whitworth, Manchester 

Kwicut, Mary, Harrow Aprilil Tozer & Co, Teignmouth 

Layorisu, Wit1i1aM, Southampton, Yeoman April3 FI&JC Warner, Wiuchester 
Lysons, Josnua, Pendlebury, Lancs April2 Bowden & Widdowson, Manchester 
Maxzziorr, Exvizasetru, Bath April 20 Pearce, Bath 

Mantry, Fayny Wixson, High Beech, nr Loughton April5 Nott, New inn 

Moopy, Hewry, Sheffield, Mining Engineer April1 Smith & Co, Sheffield 

ers pas Wuire, Braintree, Essex, Lisensed Victualler April7 Smoothy, 


NEAL, en Darlington April3 Steavenson & Sons, Darlington 

Parrison, RacuaEt, Bishopwearmouth March30 Herbert, Sunderland 

Psarson, Tuomas, Keynsham, Somerset March 20 Parnell, Bristol 

Puen, Epwakgp, Guilsfield, Montgomery March 25 Howell, Welshpool 

es B ine Crapockx, Loughborough, Leicester March 25 Dean & Hands, 
SHEPHERD, Sonn, woylend Nether, York April1l Smith & Co, Sheffield 

Taywor, Ex1za, Lower Clapton March 22 Steavenson & Couldwell, Gracechurch st 

| Tuorne, Susan, Cruwys Morchard, Devon April 2 Crosse, South Molton 

| Taorre, Coartes Heyry, Bradford March 29 Freeman, Bradford 

| TimBRecy, oad Aveustvus, Martin’s lane, Cannon st April 10 Vincent & Vincent, 


Bu 
| Vinson, Leutenant-Colonel Gzorce Aveustus, Uxbridge March 31 Lowe & G 


Temple gdns, Tem 
Wisin Exgy.e, eons Park April10 Meek & Co, Devizes 


Warernouss, Tuomas, Bradford, Licensed Victualler March 27 Rhodes, Bradford 
| Waasams, Jouy, Llandudno Aprill Chamberlain & Johnson, Liandudno 


Wisox, Dr Taowas Warxins, Philbeach grdns March 18 Waddilove & Johns 
Knightrider st 








BANKRUPTCY NOTICES, 
London Gaszette.— Frivay, Feb. 26. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. Hagnine, WittiaM Pes 


Apams, Jauzs, Great Casterton, Rutlands, Farmer Peter- verhampton 

borough Pet Fely22 Ord Feb 22 Hewirt, =. Oxford st, 
Joszern Mexart, Tunstall, Schoolmaster 12 Ord Feb 24 

Febs Ord Feb 23 


Pet 
Isaac, Lewis, Aston 
AxgmiraGr, Jonn, Huddersfield, Hadd : 4 
: Pet Feb ord Feb 5, ane ersfield ham Pet 
ALL, ILLIAM, uth K 
Oe Sr ustan, Be =e ensington High Court 
cee. os Aran, West Kensington High Court 


b4 Ord Feb 23 | 
one 2 Bruoruenrs, Liverpool, Salt Merchants Liverpool 


ADLINGTON, 


Jonss, Jouwx Tuomas, 
Pet Feb 23 Ord Feb 23 


Doverass, Wittiam, Southbank, nr Middlesborough, 
Bricklayer Newcastle on Tyne Pet Feb 23, Ord 


23 aon, Bag Carrs, Langley 
Drowsnz, Groraz, Abercarn, Mon, Wheelwright Newport Cheltenham 
Mon’ Pet Feb 24 Ord Pe wiecmeee ogg ag jun, Gt 
Epxer, Josxrn, Bread st, Draper HighCourt Pet Feb 24 Grimsb: 
Ord Feb 24 Nogrnaor, 


Exeuaxp, Moses, I of Thanet, Kent, Insurance Agent Sumwxers, Cleckheaton, 
Pet Feb 24 Ord Feb 24 Feb 22 Ord Feb 22 
Fixcn, W: ime Merchant Carmar- | Pacs, Anruus, 


then Pet Web 32 Ord Feb 


Feb 24 Ord Feb 24 





icester Pet Feb 23 Ord Feb 23 


Pet Feb 18 Ord Feb 22 Wandswo 
Draper High Court Pet Feb 


Feb 23 io Feb 23 
Warrington, Drysalter Warrington 


ay | z fam trree, Eaton sq High Court Pet Feb 19 
‘eb 24 
Lyte, Francis Toomas, Stoke Newington, Draper Edmon- | 
Feb9 Ord Feb 23 ton Pet Feb22 Ord Feb 22 
Manrenpaz, Ricuarp Emaxvutt, 4 Talbot, Glam, Farmer | 
Neath Pet Feb 23 Ord Feb 
Pet Fea 20 "Ord Feb 20 


Pet Heb 9 Ord Feb 19 
Witurasm, Josern Ruopes, and Witiiam | 


Scarborough, Draper Scarborough Pet 
} 


Court Pet Feb5 — Feb 24 


Ord Feb 22 
ham, = Plate Worker 


Rosrysoy, »o—n 


Garver, Davin Borrait, Northampton, Accountant | Porrer, Joun Eruraim, East Ham, Brickmaker High” 
Northampton Pet Feb 22 

Harsor, Jouy, and Uszwry 
Manufacturers i 


Boot Bavmmsspors. Faanx, 
ingham Pet Feb 22 — Feb 23 

“Bean, ee Curtis, Lower Lambeth, Groce 

rth Pet Feb19 Ord na Feb 


Bese. Jeonra, Milton st High Court Pet Feb 3 Ont 
4 z 


Resp, Sypney Herserr, J: pmye st, Solicitor High Com ; 
Pet Feb 24 Ord Feb 

Rivewett, CHaRrues, Lexabeth walk, Haberdasher Hig 4 
Court Pet Feb 23 Ord Feb 23 = 

| Savter, AvBert James, West Cowen, Lof W, Baker New 

Pet Feb 23 Ord Feb zy 

| Suricock, Ricuarp Epwis, Waloote Fields, Leics, Farmet | 
Leicester Pet Feb 19 Ord Feb 19 s 

| Sarr, a Tuomas, “Horncastle ifm, Insure 

Lincoln Pet Feb6é Ord Feb 
Hatter Bristol Pet rag 


) 


Wolverhampton, Draper Wol- 


Birmingham, Tailor Birming- 





Sraxoncn, | amanaes Bristol, 
Ord Feb 


Symonps, ee Monmouth, Wheelwright Ne 
Mon Pet Feb23 Ord Feb 23 
} Tees S Tom Laspetr, Cardiff “Cardiff Pet Feb 23 


nr Winchcombe, 
Grimsby, Coal Merchant Gt | 


orks, Dyers Bradford Pet Too.re, Witiian, tome Fruit Salesman High © 
Pet Feb13 Ord F 


Wapsworts, Paty ' 
Warrington 


Pet eae 24 aE Feb 2 “ies 
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| & Henry 
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Watxer, Hewny, Leeds, Butcher Leeds Pet Feb 22 Ord 
Feb 22 


Wiser, Joux Ce ees, Bat Maker Aberdare 
Pet Feb 24 

Woop, Joux, Leeds, Pianoforte Dealer Leeds Pet Feb9 
Ord Feb 24 


Waaicut, Leowarp, Sandwich, Dealer Canterbury Pet 
Jan 30 Ord Feb 20 
Amended notice substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of Feb 5 
Oruerop, Jony. Leominster, Pianoforte Tuner Leomins- 
ter Pet Feb1 Ord Feb1 


FIRST MEETINGS. 

Batowry, Evtzasetra, Presteign, Radnors, Licenved Vic- 
tualler March 11 at3 2, “Oita st, Hereford 

Buarktey, Joun Joseru, Castle B Bytham, Lines, Farm er 
March 12 at 11.30 Law Courts, New rd, Peterborough 

Buaxett, Josern Martrasw Jerome, and Joux Tow, 
Gt Grimsby, (on a March 6 at 11 Off Ree, 15, 
Osborne st, Gt Grims 

Curr, Sauvet, Ludlow, Salo, Cattle Dealer March 9 at 
10 2, Offa st, Heref 

Davies, Epwarp, eaten ag, an. Collier March 5 
at2 65, High st, Merthyr T 

Bj ll Auraep Snaith, Yor - Builder Mareh 5 at 
11 Off Rec, 9, Bond trree, Wakefield 

Fairey cae and Tasopors Guy Percy Hompuaey, 

Bishopsgate st Within, Timber Merchants March 5at 

2.30 Bankru ey bidgs, Carey st 

Fooro, “= te, Baker March 12 at 9.30 Off 
Rec, 73, Castle a: iterbury 

Hewrrt, — _— st, Draper March5at12 Bank- 
ruptey bldgs, Carey st 

Kink, mowsees, Dukinfield, Cheshire, Grocer March 5 at 
2.30 ff Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 

Lacey, Henare Walham Green, Coal Dealer March 5 at 
2.20 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Manrsven, Herseet, Warrington, Grocer March 5 at 3 
Off Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 

Martix, James, Central st, St we a Tailor March 5 at 
ll 'Bankruptey bldgs. Carey 

Norrotk, Jony, jun, Gt Gchatie, ‘Coal Merchant March 
6at 11.30 Off Rec, 15, Osborne st, Gt Grimsby 

Norrotx, WavtTer Crct, ‘Bt George’s rd, Clerk March 9 
at 12 Bankruptcy bidgs, —- 

O:pcory, Mastin, Broughton in Furness, Lanes, Swiller 
— Off Rec, 15, Cornwallis st, Barrow in 

‘urness 

Oxtver, Spencer Atwrwe, Mount st, Grosvenor sq March 
9at2.30 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Ogmenop, Joun, Leominster, Pianoforte Tuner March 9 
at10 4, Corn aq, Leominster 

Oauenop, Mary Awx, Leominster, Music Dealer March 9 
at 3.30 2, Offa st, Hereford 

Owex, Mary, Ruabon, Licensed Victualler March 6 at 11 
The Priory, Wrexham 

Peansoy, James, Milton next Sittingbourne, Kent, Builder 
March 22at11 115, High st, Rochester 

Pitcurorp, Grorar, rlaston, Staffs, Railway Clerk 
omy 5 at 3.15 Off Rec, King st, Newcastle under 


Tg , Great Yarmouth Maré at 12.30 Off Rec, 
8, King st, Norwich 
coe Hewry, Tottenham, Florist MarSat3 Off 
Ree, 95, Temple chmbrs, Temple avenue 
Ross, Ann, Wigan, Innkeeper r5at10.30 16, Wool 


st, Bolton 
Saxcuez, Vincent, Eastcheap, Fruit Merchant Mar 8 at 
2. Bankruptcy bldgs, Care 


Sanucock, Ricuarp Eowrs, Waloote Fields, Leicesters, 
Farmer Mar 5 at 3 Off Rec, 1, Berridge st, Lei- 
cester 


Sietxy, Witt1am, Watford, Herts, Farmer Mar 6 at 11.30 
Coffee Tavern, High st, Watford 

Tuomas, Extas, Tonyrefail, Glam, Builder Mar5at3 65, 
High st, Merthyr Tydfil 

Taompsox, Guages, Darlington. Boilersmith Mar 17 at 3 
Off Ree, 8 Albert rd, Middlesborough 

Tou.ixson, Pea Wirnxatt, Newnort, Mon, Solicitor 
Mer 638 £10 Off Ree, G Bank brs, New- 


rt, Mon 
ne sean Jane Patuer, ~ > pe March 5at3 Of Rec, 
4, Pavilion bldgs, Brighton 
Wannex, Perer, Landport Mar 9 8 Off Reo, Cambridge 
Junction, High st, Portsmouth 
Witiass, Wittiam Rrarraw airs, West Hartlepool 
Newspaper Editor Msr6ati12 Off Rec, 25, John st, 


Sunderland 
ADJUDICATIONS 
Apaus, Jom, f Gt Casterton, Rutland, Farmer Peter- 
Pet Feb 22 Ord Feb 22 
Arwitace, Jonx, Huddersfield, Ironmonger Huddersfield 
Pet Feb 23 Ord Feb 23 
Brivoewax, Henry Hewrrr, Rotien, Architect High 
Court Pet Jani6 Ord Feb 
Bavce, The Hon Henry Nice. Hor gv Tuurtow Cummina, 
=. Kensington High Court Pet Jan 6 Ord 
e 
Catpwe.t, Hexry esecen, Salish’ Court 
0 Pet Tots Ord Feb 23 pasty Bs 
LARKE, Harry, Birmingham Birmingham Pet Dec 23 
Ord Feb 22 


Crappock, Pearcy Josern, Letcombe Bassett, Berke, 

Duax, Jous Eowrn, Liverpool, Balt Merchest Liverpool 
, Jouw Epwix, 
Pet Feb9 Ord Feb 24 

DeSre Manis, y plat ag Chi Cam 
tess Exeter Pet Dec Oat 





8 
Dove.ass, Witu1am, Southbank, or 
poe yer Newcastle on Tyne Pet 


Drow ER, Groner, ye _. Wh 
Epwey, Josern, Bread stl ia igh 24 


Exciaxp, Moses, I of Thanet, 
<< Pet Feb 24 Ord eb 34 
ILLIAM, marthen, Wine Merchant Carmar- 
then Pet Feb 22 Ord Feb 22 


3 22 Ord 


ent, Insurance Agent 





Garp» Davin Borrait, Northampton, Accountant 
Northampton Pet Feb 22 Ord Feb 22 

Gueves, Joux, West Ni Builder High Court Pet 
Jan 26 Ord Feb 24 

Gouwoetace, Hensy Heawayx Wicwiau ye 
Distaff lane, Cannon st High Court Pet Jan 22 

Haneor, Joux, and Hexry Rameems. 

Leicester 


Boot 
acturers Feb 23 "Ord Feb 23 
Huut, Epwarp, Hands 
I ey “ft yah -) Tailor Birming- 
saac, Lewr or 
eines aie 
‘ones, Jonw Tuomas, arr 
Pet Feb 23 Ord Feb 


_Kenpatt, oo Laxsox, East Bview, Surrey High 
Court Pet Aug Ord Feb 
a Pianoforte Dealer 
Feb 24 
Martiew, Tuomas, Wigan, Bolton Pet Feb 
Feb 22 


5 
Nex, Joun Carrsse, ace, Langley Farm nr Winchcombe, 
Farmer Cheltenham Feb 20 " Ord Feb 24 
Norroux, Jonny, = ion. Gt ——, Coal Merchant Gt 


9 Ord Feb 
Orrtey, jeux. Bh Staff Rochester Pet 
Dec 18 Ord Feb 22 
Ravenscrorr, Faanx, Birming Tin Plate Worker 
> 2 4 aS a oe i Can 
ED, Sypyey Hensert, Jermyn st, Solici High 
Pet Feb24 Ord Feb 24 


‘Ruopes, James, Bootle, Lancs Cardiff Pet Jan 29 Ord 
* Feb 23 


Rivewet, (uarces, Lambeth walk, Haberdasher High 
Court Pet Feb 23 Ord Feb 23 
Rossirer, Wiii1am Rosert, jun, Staple Hill, Glos, Boot 
Bristol Pet Feb5 Ord Feb 23 
W, Baker Newport 


Sanouaz, Vincent, Eastcheap, Fruit Merchant High 
Court Pet Jan1 Ord Feb 22 

Saricock, Ricnarp Epwiy, Waleate Fields, Leics, Farmer 
Leicester Pet Feb 19 Ord Feb 22 

Sarr. re Tuomas, Horncastle, Lincs Lincoln Pet 
Feb5 Ord Feb 24 

Spavtt, %4 ee Birmingham, Insurance Broker 
Birmingham Pet Dec 3 Ord Feb 2% 

Sranyrie.p, Greoree, jun, i Ports- 

Suumen ieee 3 og en Newport, 

YMONDS, JAH, mou 

Mon’ Pet Feb 23 Ord Feb2 

Tagen, Z Tom Lassert, Cardiff ‘Cardiff Pet Feb 23 Ord 


Taompsox, WaLrTeR, ines lane, Solicitor High Court 
Pet Nov7 Ord Feb 
Toocoop, Georcr henson, and Eayesr Hexay Toosoop, 
Stockton on Tees, Grocers, Stockton on Tees Pet Jan 
W. A “~~ Warriagto: ~ Agent 
ADSWORTH, JOSEPH, nm, Commission 
Wi Pet Feb 24 Ord Feb? 


Kiva, Joux te el N 
N Pet Feb 1 


Man 
Savtrer, Atpert Jamas, N 
Pet Feb 23 Fe’ 





Warn, Hesry, Bolton upon P ae hog Yorks, Farmer 
rton Pet Feb4 Ord Feb 22 
Waker. Henny, Butcher Leeds Pet Feb 22 


22 
Wass, 3 Jouys Atrrep, Leeds Leeds Pet Feb 12 Ord 


Wastaun, Harry, Birmingham, 2oue Maker Birm- 
ham Pet Jan29 Ord Feb 
Witsox,Jous Cuanves, Aberdare, Boot Maker Aberdare 


Pet Feb 24 Ord Feb 24 
London Gasette.—Texspay, March 2. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
Arrtauer, Eowarp, Bristol, Oil Dealer Bristol Pet Feb 
26 Ord Feb 26 
ATTRILL, —  Aanane, F E Gomes, lof W, Builder New- 


Bettany, Monracus Epwarp James he ag Oxford, 
Bookbi Oxford Pet Pet 25 Ord 

Borp, Taomas, Leeds, Cloth LBL Leeds Pet 
Feb 26 — 

Brapsvry, James, Oldham, 

B eee “Riper Suffolk, Millwright Ipswich 

noes, at wrig) 
Ord 


oun! ated Lacy, Elvington, Yorks, Farmer York 
Pet Feb 27 Urd Feb 27 


Canres, Avsert Evwanp, Bishopston, Gloucs Bristol 
Pet Feb 26 Ord Feb 26 

Cuacotrt, Jouy, 8t James’s st, Caretaker High Court 
Pet Feb 26 ‘Ord Feb 26 

Cue am SF bat pany B nr Dorking, Farmer Croydon 

Fear, Harry, Wale cae Mare, Coachbuilder Bridg- 

* water yg ee ‘Omi Feb 26 is en 

18H, Daviv, Nottingham, Auctioneer Nottingham 

Feb 26 Ord Feb 26 


Fow er, Petrex, Bacup Rochdale Pet Feb 17 Ord Feb 26 
Fraser, Wiiuiam Ataxs, Charing Cross rd, 
High Court Pet Feb 26 Ord Feb 26 


Faux, Percy Ricnarp naa Euston sq 
G ae ee 4g ha , Herefords, Licensed Victualler 
ILLAM, JOSHUA, 
‘Leominster’ Pet Feb 37 Ord Feb 27 
ore SS G, Gray’s inn rd High Court Pet Feb 8 


Grapiestoyz, Georas, [ford, Essex, Grocer High 
Court Pet Febii Ord Feb 26 


Croydon J Feb 
Come wy ces; Wertmaher ‘Monsheser 
Goomeaa, Taare Sth Kensington High Court 
Feb4 Ord ; 


Pet 

Gaivpiay, Warren, Essex Temple, Barrister High 
Court Pet Jan 20 Ord Feb 38 

Hameurm, Atrazp, and Witiam Argrave Hames, 
Dorking, Builders Croydon 


Pet Feb 25 Ord Feb 25". 





Court Pet 
My UR Cree. Builder High 











Joma Eowr Patmenr, Clapham High Court Pet Feb 2 
Krsaoomss, Hewxry, Plymouth Pi: th Pet Feb 25 
Ord Feb ee 6% 


Lester, Anrave Rosert, Hucknall Torkard, Notts Nut- 
Pet Feb 25 Ord Feb 25 
Loverace, Witutam Epwaap, Strutton nd, Westmin- 
Sen, Boot Dealer High Court Feb 25 Ord 
Mace, Eowrs, Old Swindon, Wilts, Omnibus Proprietor 
aw +4 rites my en Cycle t 
M 4 Man- 
er Pet Jan Ord Feb 26 — 


Pavcu, Jomy, Crewkerne, D Cay Yeovil Pes Feb 11 
Ord Feb 26 a6 


Pexx, Wanaeem Canter! House Furnisher Canter- 
Rr oy Fewin ou, Rotegban, Tailor Nottiag- 
mes, Eawest Wiiwia' 
ham Pet Feb Feb 


23 0 
Scorraam, Eowa: Smethwick E Butcher West Bromwich 
Feb Feb 


Pet 26 26 
—° + er Yatton, Somerset, Grocer Bristol Pet 
o— = I, Basinghali st High Court Pet Doe 2% Ord 
Feb 25 


Sreep, mm. peeese, Sea, Baniotn, Haulier Hereford 
Brow, Epwanrp, Penrith, Carlisle Pet Feb 
Ry Innkeeper 


Taare Mary Jawe, Kingswood, Glos, Boot Manufac- 
come Bristol Pet Feb17 Ord Feb 26 


Tuomas, Davin, Butcher Pontypridd 
Pet Feb 25° 


25 Ord Feb 25 

Taomas, Lewis, Hay Hereford ae 2 Ost FS ps 
Taronpsen, zen Eastcheap High Court Pet Feb 4 
Uneomee, Jauns, Smethwick, Haulier West Bromwich 
Vv = qn Ct ae Tunbridge Wells 
rvcent, CHARLES, nr 
Ww Pet Ib 9 bag Aad Bradford, Yorks, Merchant 

HALEY, Gro ar 

Bradford Pet Feb 23 Ord Feb 


Ways, Seas, teem. nr Bradford Dewsbury | 


Wermeeans Jn ia, Rentigest, Plumber Liverpool Pet. 
Warkinsox, Jauss Faspenic, South Liverpool Pet 
Feb Feb 27 — 


27. 
Wiu Leuve Innkeeper Puntypridd 
W Pot Fob tr J ak Wilts, se: 
instow, James, New Swindon, China Dealer 
Swindon Pet soo lata 


Avams, Jam AY 8 --—g Reecch 9 ot 1 Stim 
ford Hotel, Stamford 


Aamseq Joux, Huddersfield, 1 March 11 at 
Ol Rec, Ree, 19, John i ss Hu 
pa. Eowarp, Bristol, Varnish aK, March 
10 at 3.30 Off Fak, by Corn st, 


Brook, 2 


at 10. 36, Princes st, Bufolk, ilwnght bar » 
Caan) Sir "rca Baronet March 9 


at 2.30 ae agg 
Canter, Toomas, and Heapert Wesoace, Luton, Beds, 
Manufacturers March 9atll Off Reo, 8 Paul’s eq, 


Bedford 
Cnoas, Parpenton Axtuvn, West Kensington March 9 at 
Doves Wituas, E Goakineh. or ur Middlesborough, 
Brickla: a eta 


Ni 
Daower, Groner, March 10 at 
12.30 Off Rec, “Cie Baok Newport, 


Epvey, Jossrn, Draper March liat12 Bank 


24, London 
nue, Toe, S Sete ae Agent 
G ~ oe D. Borratt' 
ARDN! — , Northampton, oa) 


Govostoxs, Jars, Manchester, Watchmaker March 9 at 


23, Colmore row 
Saab ms ene: March 10 at 11 
Onto Jounrn Percer, Leeds 


im, beg! hee Hockliffe, Beds March 
12at2 The ators Hotel. Leighton Buzzard 

Havas, Frawx, Cheltenham Sat 3 County Court 

Haxzsot, Joux, and Hexry Rosinsox, Leicester, Boot 
Manufacturers March 10 at 12.30 Off Ree, 1, Berridge 

i rea March 


Lake, nr Poole, Farm 


Gat? "Hight 
Hopsworts, rt ted oe 







Sat Rog 


Wat11.30 Off Rec, 


- 


ae Oren 


Le ey Ee ee 
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Lovarace, Witu1am Eowann, Stratton nd, Westmin- 
ster, Boot Dealer March 9 at 11 ruptey bldgs, 


Carey st 
MocFaatayr, Northumbrid, Builder 
March 10 30, Mosley st, Newcastle 


Wituan, Blyth, 
11.30 Off Rec, 


on Tyne 
Masons eee Bo agg Swansea, Colliery Agent 
Moth a 12 31, Alexandra rd, Swansea 
James, North Shields, Grocer March 10 at 11 
mee 30, ss st, Newcastle on Tyne 
New. Jouy Cress, Winchcombe, Farmer March 9 at 
8.30 County Court bidgs, Cheltenham 
Norruror, Wit11AM, Josern Ruopes, and Wiiwia™ Scx- 
un, Cleckheaton, Yorks, Dyers Mar 11 at 11 


81, Manor row, Bradford 
Norratt, Eouvnp, aa, Engineer Mar 9 at 11 


_—_ Joszrn, Milton s st, Mantle Manufacturer Mar 10 at 
bldgs, Carey st 
Ren, 8 Sypyry —— — =| Solicitor Mar 11 at 


bidgs, Carey st 
Ruobs Jou W akefield O Mar 9 at 11 Off Rec, 6, Bond 
Rows, imes Lambeth walk, pence Mar 11 
ati2 Bankruptcy bidgs, C 
meagan, Zanes, ton Bray, 8, : a Mar 12 at 12 
nicorn Hotel, Leighton Buzzard 
Smons, Tomas, Kislingb bury, Northamptons, Farmer 
= 9ati1l County Court bldgs, Sheep st, Northamp- 


gain James, Bradford, Yorks, Commission +  mamaae 
Mari9atil Off Ree, $1, Manor row, Bradford 

— Georox Tuomas, Horncastle, Lines, Agent Mar 11 

at12 Off Rec, 31, Siverton st, Lincoln 

Srvaty, Ropert Faaxcis, Birmingham, Ship Broker Mar 
10 at 11 23, Colmore row, Birmingham 

Sranpaicx, Witt, Bristol, Hatter Mari10 at12 Of 
Rec, Bank brs, Corn st, B i 

—s Euisan, Buckholt, Mon, Wheelwright Mar 10 
at lz Off Kec, Gloucester Bank chmbrs, Newport, 


Taaysr, Many Janz, Kingswood, Glos, Boot Manufac- 
turer March 10 at 12.30 Off Rec, Bank chmbrs, Corn 


st, 

Tainsx, Jauzs Eaxest, Andover, Miller March 9 at 3 30 
Off Rec, Salisbury 

Toosoop, Groror Harken, and Eayesr Hear Toosoop, 

on Tees, Grocers March 9 at 11.30 Pslatine 

— Stockton on Tees 

Tooutz, Witi14Mm, Holloway, Fruit Salesman March 11 at 
11 Bankruptcy bidgs, Oarey st 

Warxins, Antuur James, Keppel st, Gower st March 10 
at 2.30 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

J W Warsox, Crank, & Co., Brooke st, Holborn, Art 
Metal Workers March 10 at 12 Bankruptcy bidgs, 


Carey st 

Wir ey Davin, , Carnarvons, Farmer March 
10 at 12.45 Prince of Vales Hotel, Carnarvon 

Wiuiams, Harry, Birmingham, Cabinet Maker March 
19at11 23, Colmore row, Birmingham 

Witirams, Lenvex, Pontypridd, Innkeeper March 11 at 

2 65, High st, Merthyr Tydfil 

Wiwz, Esraze, Leeds, Wholesale Olothier March 10 at 12 
Off Rec, 22, Park row, Leeds 

Wraient, Leoxanp, Sandwich, Dealer March 12 at 9 
Off Rec, 73, Castle st, Canterbury 

ADJUDICATIONS. 


Axpazew, Farpenicx, St Mildred’s ct, Poultry High Court 
Pet Feb2 Ord Feb 26 

Arrant, James Atzent, E Cowes, I of W, Builder New- 
port Pet Feb 27 Ord Feb 27 

Baupwis, ye be tll Radnors, Licensed 

t Pet Feb5 Ord Feb 26 

Baremay, ian, Shaftesbury avue High Court Pet 
Jan19 Ord Feb 27 

Battamy, Montacus Eowarp James Burwett, Oxford, 

Ph at Rag LT LT 

ROOK, NRY, ve, » Millwright Ipswi 

Pet Feb 96.’ Ord Feb 26 ™ 


Browz, Gronor Fow.ien, Newton Unthank, Leics, Solici- 
tor Leicester Pet Janil Ord Feb 2% 
Cana, Wiitsam Lacy, Elvington, Yorks, Farmer York 
Pet Feb 27 Ord Feb 27 
Curcorr, Jous, St poate st, Caretaker High Court 
Pet Feb 26 Ord Feb 26 
, Huwry, Hanover sq, Ladies’ Tailor High Court 
Guah nes Hoy tm West Kensington High 
ERICK HUR, West Court 
Pet Feb 4 Ord Feb 25 - 
Fear, Harry, Wi per Mare, Coachbuilder Bridg- 
water Pet Feb 20 On Feb 26 
ag Nottingham, Auctioneer Nottingham Pet 
26 Ord Feb 26 


Fow.isr, Pater, Bacup Rochdale Pet Feb 16 Ord 
Feb 27 


Frases, Wituam Atay, i Cross rd, Electrical 
igh Court Pet Feb 26 Ord Feb 26 
more, Herefords, Licensed Victualler 

eb 27 Ord Feb 27 
Atrrep Eanzst, Leytonstone High Court Pet 

Janil Ord Feb 26 
Atrgep, and Wits Arrave Hamustix, Dork- 
, Builders ‘Croydon Pet Feb 25 Ord Feb 25 
Hanonia, Wit Wiu21148 Jauzs, Wolverhampton, Draper Wol- 
Pet Feb 17 Ord Feb 26 
Licensed 


House, Seuss, Clapham Victualler High Court 
ear 


Jounsow, Grorce Henpeer, Ke’ , Boot Manufacturer 
Jounsom, Wietax, Darlington, ingine Fitter Stockton 
‘onxsox, WILLIAM, 
on Tees Pet Feb 24 b 24 
Hewny, Plymouth Plymouth Pet Feb24 Ord 


Taner A ARTHUR poem: Hucknall Torkard,- Notts, Not- 


gly 0 25 Ord Feb 25 
ommmn tary A 


Griiam, Josuva, 
Leominster 


My 


Feb3 Ord Feb 25 





‘Pearsox, Joux, Forest Hill, Commission Agent High 
Court Pet Nov7 Ord Feb 25 


(Pers, Winttam, Canterbury, House Farnisher Canterbury 
Pet Feb 27 Ord Feb 27 

Reap, Taomas Curtis, Lower Marsh, Lambeth, Grocer 
Wandsworth Pet Feb19 Ord Feb 26 

Ruernsrrom, Josern, Kensi m, Saad dl Agent High 
Court Pet Jan15 Ord Feb 25 

Riues, Eaxest Witwtam, Nottingham, Tailor Nottingham 
Pet Feb 25 Ord Feb 25 

Rosinsoy, Atice Ayn, Canonbury High Court Pet Nov 
23 Ord Feb 26 

Scorrnam, Eowarp, Smethwick, Butcher West Bromwich 
Pet Feb 26 Feb 26 

Sretey, Wititam, Watford, Farmer St Albans Pet Feb 
17 Ord Feb 24 

Sreep, Taowas, Marden, Herefords, Haulier Hereford 
Pet Feb 27 Ord Feb 27 

Srorpy, Enwarp, Penrith, Innkeeper Carlisle Pet Feb 
27 Ord Feb 27 

Tuomas, Davin, Biaenllecha, Glam, Butcher Pontypridd 
Pet Feb 25 Ord Feb 25 

Tuomas, Lewis, Hay Hereford Pet Ocb 26 Ord Feb 23 

Uspernitt, James, Smethwick, Haulier West Bromwich 
Pet Feb 25 Ord Feb 26 

Watwis, Bexsamtx, Adwalton, nr Bradford Dewsbury Pet 
Feb 26 Ord Feb 26 

Waratey, Geores, Clayton. nr Denttee’, Merchant Brad- 
ford Pet Feb 26 Ord Feb 26 

Wittrams, Leave, Pontypridd, Innkeeper Pontypridd 
Pet keb17 Ord Feb 

Wittrams, Witias Sireibitsies, West Hartlepool 
7 poe Editor Sunderland Pet Jan 20 Ord 

eb 26 
Winstow, James, New Swindon, Wilts, China Dealer 





ANTED. 


Conveyancing, Advocac 


Swindon Pet Feb 26 Ord Feb 27 

\ —Smart Solicitor, well up in 
and General Litigious 
Work, including the County ‘ourt Practice ; moderate 
salary and commission on profits; must furnish good 
references.—Apply, by lett-r, stating salary, qualifications, 
_ experience, to | Solicitors’ Journal,’ 27, Chancery- 
ane, Ye 


ANTED, Kaien of Solicitor who adver- 
tised for "Emma Sarah, who lived in the year 1876 
at the Hanover Public-house in Baysw and re- 
refused offer of marriage.—Mrs. G. Woop, 30, Le 
terrace, Cheney-road, Leytonstone. 
0 SOLICITORS and Others commencing 
Practice.— Handsome office with clerical accommoda- 
tion and every modern convenience; very central; inclu- 
Strand. —G., care of MacGeorge & Co., 37, Essex-street, 





ro SOLICITORS and AGENTS. aoe 
established Firm of Auctioneers, Surveyors, and 
Valuers will return the moiety of all fees on business 
introduced ; bankers’ and other references given.—Ad- 
dress, A. C , care of Smiths, 51 61, Moorgate-street, E.C. 


CLERKS.—A Premium paid for intro- 
ductions to Rent Collecting, House Agency Business 
4 = Firm.—Address, in confidence, Inkerman Lodge, 


()PPORTUN ITY for far ds Solicitor.— 

Good Room to Let in om weg | ice in gm 
lane on advantageous terms.—A. Messrs. 
Hatton & Son, Law Stationers, 81, aE. B., wc, 


Acts Ascertained, Wills and Regicters 
Found, Enquiries Made, Translatiocs, Searches a’ 
Somerset House, British Museum, &c. Only Ex 
Assistants. Terms moderate.—M. Wawa, 193, Earle- 
field-road, "London, 8.W. 


Rat COLLECTED from 2} per cent. 
| Pg or otherwise, Town or Country, for Peslictiore, 
Trustees, or Building Societies, by Mr. Buresss, 28 and 30, 

Lower Kennington-lane. (Estb. 1851. ) Bankers’ references. 


[HE | DENE, Caterham, Surrey Hills, 


500 feet above sea; splendid air and water.—Rev 
Crostanp Fenton, M.A., Trin. Coll., be me takes a few 
Boys. Brilliant honour list. Games, cycli Best refer- 
ences England, Wales, India. 


EDE AND SON, 


Rope 9 fei MAKERS. 


BY SPEOIAL APPOINTMENT 
esty, the Lord Chancellor, the Whole of the 
udicial Bench, Corporation of London, &e. 
ROBES FOR quaua’e 0 COUNSEL AND BARRISTERS. 
SOLICITORS’ GOWNS. 


Law W: and Gowns for Registrars Town 
f; oes , and Olerke of the Peace. 


Corporation Robes, Universityand Clergy Gowns. 
ESTABLISHED 1689. 














To Her aioe 


+ Music Deals Ieo-) 94 OUANOERY LANE, LONDOW. 


PRUDENTIAL ASSURANCE: 
COMPANY, LIMITED. 


Chief Office— 
HOLBORN BARS, LONDON, 


Summary of the Report presented at) 
the Forty-sighth Annual Meeting 
held on 4th March, 187. 


ORDINARY BRANCH. 

The number of Policies issued during the ye 
was 64,241 assuring the sum of £6,507,820 and) 
producing a New Annual Premium Income of 
£354,526. 

The Premiums received during the year wa 
£2,543, 262, being an increase of £229,249 .o 
the year 1895. 

The Claims of the year amounted to £58887 
The number of Deaths was 4,598 and 365 Endow- 
ment Assurances matured. 

The number of Policies in force at the end of 
the year was 455,795. 


INDUSTRIAL BRANCK. 

The Premiums received during the year werd) 
£4,578,793, being an increase of £226,168. 

The Claims of the year amounted to £1,706,48) 
The number of Deaths was 183,959 and 
Endowment Assurances matured. : 

The number of Free Policies granted during 
the year to those Policyholders of five 
standing, who desired to discontinue their pay: 
ments, was 59,534, the number in force bei 
499,296. The number of Free Policies whidl 
became Claims during the year was 9,283, 

The total number of Policies in force at the 
end of the year was 12130,542: their ave 
duration is almost exactly eight years. 

The assets of the Company, in both B 
as shewn in the Balance Sheet, are £27,059,1) 
being an increase of £3,143,221 over those 
1895. A supplement shewing in detail the 
investments is published with this Report. 

In their last Report the Directors drew 
tion to the success which had attended 
introduction of the special tables combinigj 
Life Assurance with a provision for old 
The popularity of these tables still contiz 
and it will interest the Shareholders to 
that Endowment Assurances and other fors 
provision for old age are largely adopted by 
public, the number of Policies securing b 
at age 60 and upwards being over 550,000, 4 
securing capital sums exceeding £23,000,000, 

Messrs. Deloitte, Dever, Griffiths, & Co., 
examined the Securities, and their certific 
appended to the Balance Sheets. 


THOS. C. DEWEY, 
WILLIAM HUGHES, 


W. J. LANCASTER, 


The full Report and Balance Sheet 4 
be obtained upon application to 


} Mana 





Secretary. 
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